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The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we thank Thee that Thou hast come so close
to human life that we dare not make an appeal to our fellow
men that does not justify the ways of God with men. Every
appeal that we make to human activity and human service,
whether for justice or for liberty, is but a reflection of the com-
manding voice of God, and every aspiration that rises within
us that looks to human helpfulness, to the uplift of the race.
is but an emanation of the heart of God overflowing with an in-
finite love for man. May we cherish as our most precious and
blessed heritage the spirit that prompts to service. May we
in all our service conform our action and our appeal to God,
who is the author of our liberty and the guardian of our
human rights. We ask for Christ’s sake. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had, on
January 28, 1915, approved and signed the act (8. 6121) to
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Niagara River,
in the town of Lewiston, in the county of Niagara and State of
New York.

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a communication from the Commissioner of Patents, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of the business of the Patent
Office for the year ended December 31, 1914. The Chair is in
doubt as to what committee the communication should be

referred. It will be referred to the Committee on Printing.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.
Mr. JONES. I have here a telegram sent by the secretary

of state of the State of Washington under the direction of a
resolution of the legislature of that State. It relates to the
veto by the President of the immigration bill, which has been

sposed of for this session; but coming, as it does, from the
egislature, I think it would be well to have it printed in the

RECORD.
There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:
OLyYMmPiA, WASH., February §, 1915,
Hon, WEsLEY L. JONES,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:
Whereas there is now pending In the Congress of the United States the
Burnett-Dillingham immigration bill; and
Whereas the same is to be bmu%ht up for action on the President’s
veto Thursday, February 4, 1915 : Therefore be it
Resolved by the Senate and House of Reépresentatives of the State of
Washinglon in legislative session assembled, That the secretary of state
of the State of Washington be, and be is hereby, directed to telegraph to
each member of the delegation in Congress from this State a nﬁut to
vote for the passage of the sald Burnett-Dillingham immigration bill
over the President’'s veto.
1. M. HOWELL,
Secretary of State.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I present a resolution from the Rural
Credit League of America on rural credits, which I ask to have
printed in the REcorp without reading,

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Resolution adopted by the Rural Credit League of America indorsing
the principles of the resolution by Senator SHEPPARD to Investigate
personal rural-credit bills.

We maintain that the function of a congressional body to Investigate
a purely sclentific question, like credit, Is judicial rather than legis-
lative; and bein ?udjclal in character, its machinery should com-
port with that of other judiclal bodies, which provide that the inter-
ested parties may apgear by expert representatives and establish by
sworn testimony the truth of their contentions. We hold this to be
the most efficlent, most expeditious, and most economleal method of con-
ducting an Investigation of this important subject.

It is the most efficlent, because the commission could require the
proponent's expert to take up his bill sectlon by section and show his
precedent for each and every provision or state his reason for not fol-
owing the precedents and experience of other countries, Then the
hankers' expert would be present to.test the credibillty of each witness
ntroduced by the proponent’s expert. The commissioners would not
only have the right to interrogate any witness introduced agd introduce
other wiinesses, but they would confine the experts of the parties at
gerest to the issues Involved and mot encumber the record with imma-

i

erial matter. Forthermore, the commission could, and doubtless would,
uire each of the parties to brief his case, and this would greatly
the full membe p of both bodies of Congress in readlly grasping
the question.

This {s the most expeditious method, because if an investigation were
to be conducted in the ordinary way It would be next January before
the committees could work ; whereas under the proposed method
the record and report ot the commission and briefs and arguments of

the gartles at interest could be placed In the hands of each Member of
the Sixty-fourth Congress at the beginning of its first session,

The expense to the Government In conducting the proposed investi-
gation would be nominal compared to the expense of conducting other
monetary investigations. It would be less expensive than an ordinar
committee investigation, because the commlssion could, and should,
reciulre each ¥ to pay for the attendance of its own witnesses.

n conclusion we would say that we suggest that the Committees on
Agriculture appoint the subcommittees to inake thls investigation, be-
cause every member of both of those committees has bankers as well
as farmers as constituents, and we do not know of any other instance
In which that thing exists as to all the members of any other two com-
mittees of both bodies.

Mr. FLETCHER. I present resolutions adopted by the Board
of Trade of Miami, Fla.,, which I ask may be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be
printed in the IRREcorp, as follows:
Resolutions of the Miami Board of Trade, of Miami, Fla.
Whereas the United States, by its act of Congress approved September
28, 1850, did grnnt to the several States the lands &nown as 'Pswnmp
and overflow " lands, made unfit thereby for cultivatlon, to enable
the States to contract drainage works to reclaim the lands; and
Whereas said act vatded that the proceeds of said lands shall be
applied exclusively to the purpose of reclaiming sald lands, and
ereby imposing the trust upon the States of reclaiming said lands
and making them fit for cultivation and dis g of sald lands for
the uses and purposes of sald trust only; an
Whereas the State of Florida uested and received upward of 20,000,
000 acres of such “swamp and overflowed ” lands, which include the
Everglades of Florlda, an open prairie overflowed by the flood waters
of the upper drainage basin carried b{l the Kissimmee River to Lake
g}::ggg?b::dand spilled over upon the grass-covered plaln of the
Whereas the control of the waters of Lake Okeechobee and its use as
a4 storage basin for flood waters to prevent overflow, and the vast
extent of the canals and other drainage works necessary to reclaim
the 4,000,000 acres of the Everglades, make it ry to ralise
large amounts of money, and on t{ by first reclaiming and making
fit for cultivation said lands can they be sold for sufficlent money to
E.ly for the construction of the necessary dralnage works; and
Whereas the trustees of the lands have been unable to sell the lands
for sufficlent money to construct the necessary drainage works and
can not sell the undrained lands without a sacrifice of value so great
as to defeat the purpose of the grant of the United States and many
thousands of purchasers of these lands are walting the reclamatlon
of the lands to settle upon and cultivate them ; ang
Whereas the United States has by its said act of September 28, 1850,
declared its purpose to aid the States to reclaim these rich and fertile
areas and make them fit for cultivation : Now therefore be it
Reaolved, That we do respectfully pray the good offices of the United
States, by Yits representatives in Congress assembled, to ald the States
to reclaim the swamp and overflo lands by its ﬁrsnts to the States
by enac suitable provisions in a dralnage-a act, which shall
enable the States to raise sufficient money to construct the necessary
drainage works; saving, however, the United States harmless from loss
or J;m of mcuegxby pledging to it the taxes which may be levied npon
and the proceeds from sales of sald swamp and overflowed lands in
each drainage project of eald lands; and be it further
Resolved, That the Benators and Representatives of the State of
Florida are respectively nested to use all honorable means to cause
the enactment of such drainage-aid law.

Mr. NELSON. I present a large number of petitions from
citizens of Minnesota, asking for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the shipment of arms and munitions of war to bel-
ligerents. I move that they be referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. KENYON. 1 present resolutions of the Cedar Rapids
Federation of Labor in reference to the shipping bill, and I ask
to have them read. They are very short.

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, as follows:

CEDAK RAPIDS FEDERATION OF LampoR,
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, January 15, 1915,
Hon. W. 8. Kexyoy,
Senator from lowa, Washington, D, C.
Drar Sin: The following resolution, unanimously adopted by the
above body, is hereby submitted to your kind support:

“ Whereas the best Interests of all the people of this country will be
impartially protected and served on!‘y by a Government-owned mer-
chant marine, the upbullding of which, even in private hands, has
so far insldinusl‘{ been prevented by foreign interests, earrying nine-
tenths of the American products in foreign bottoms, but which
service broke down on account of the European war, thus leaving
our country almost bare of the so necessary transportation facilities
of our ?roducts to other countries desirous of buying from or trad-
ing with us, to the gmt detriment of our economie interests, and
especially those of the laboring population : Therefore be it

" Resolved, That the Cedar Rapids Federation of Labor hereby re-
speetfully asks all similar organlzations, and especially our State Fed-
eration of lowa and the American Federation of Labor, as well as our
Congressmen and His Excel]encg President Wilson (all of whom to be
notified by this body), to use thelr best efforts for the passage of the
Government ship-purchase bill; but be it further

#“ Resolved, That we are utterly opposed to the further recommenda-
tion of President Wilson; i. e, that this service should be turned over
to fr]vnte capitalists after our Government has brought it to a paying
basis with publi: funds. This would not only invite a certain recur-
rence of the above calamities, but also turn the national interests of
all the people, which ean properly be protected by the Government only
(as digastrous cxperiences with railroads and other national institutions
have abundantly proven), over to the merey of Its greedy exploiters
and egotistic despollers, which would be worse than turning over the
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post-office ‘or tlie parcel-post systems, mow that they have been brought

to a paying basis, to the express companies.”
Very truly, yours,

s

[8EAL.] D. MORRISON,

Secretary-Treasurer,
Mr. OLIVER. I have a short telegram protesting against the
ship-purchase bill, which I ask to have read.
There being no objection, the telegram was read, as follows:
GREENVILLE, PA., Februory §, 1915.
Senators Pexeose and OLIvER,
Washington, D, 0.:

Hold Pennsylvania hot In opposition to ghip bill purchasing scheme,
for country h?s been driven far emough hellward ans over to socialism
and war.

W. LoosER.

Mr. KERN. I ask to have read the telegram which I send to
the desk.
There being no objection, the telegram was read, as follows:
CHARLESTOR, B, C., January 30, 1015,
Joax W. Kerx

Senate Gha’mber, Washington, D. O.:

The directors of the Charleston Chamber of Commerce adopted reso-
lution indorsing the prineciples involved in the ship-purchase bill as the

PRI B. F. McLzop, President.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
New Haven, Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation to prohibit the intermarriage of persons of the white and
negro races within the District of Columbia, which was referred
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr, BRISTOW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Kan-
sas City, Kans,, praying for the enactment of legislation to grant
pensions to civil-service employees, which were referred to the
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Cawker
City and Winfield, in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation to curtail the freedom of the press,
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads. : :

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of Schiller Lodge, No. 92,
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Middletown, Conn., and
a petition of the congregation of the German Lutheran Church,
of New Britain, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the exportation of ammunmition, ete.,, which were
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 127, United
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Derby, Conn., and
a petition of the Metal Trades Council of Hartford, Conn.,
praying for the passage of the immigration bill over the Presi-
dent’s veto, which were ordered to lie on the table:

He also presented a petition of the Metal Trades Council of
Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation relat-
ing to trades in the Army, ete., which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New
Haven, Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion to prohibit the intermarriage of white and colored persons
in the Distriet of Columbia, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia,

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 321, Cigar
Makers' International Union, of New Britain, Conn., praying
for the enactment of legislation to regulate interstate commerce
in convict-made goods, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented & memorial of the Board of Trade and
Business Men’s Association of Willimantie, Conn., and a memo-
rial of Centennial Lodge, No. 100, Independent Order of Odd
Fellows, of Naugatuck, Conn., remonstrating against any change
in the present law affecting the printing of Government return
envelopes, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of the congregation
of the St. Paul's Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Portland,
Oreg., and a petition of sundry citizens of Oregon City, Oreg.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the ex-
portation of ammunition, ete.,, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr, CLAPP. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature
of Minnesota, which I ask may be printed in the REcorp and
referred to the Commitiee on Foreign Relations,

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Mr. Bendixen offers the following resolution :

% YWhereas it has been proposed and Is belng from various sources
that the Congress of the United States place an embargo om the
exportation of agricultural products; and

“YWhereas this is not bel urged on the ground of any shortage or
prospective shortage of such products, but on e ground that
pricea hadve recently advanced somewhaé. especially on cereal prod-
ucts ; am

“Whereas such nmbargo would be unjust and unfair to the agricultural
interests of this Btate In that it would deprive such interests of
the advantages and benefits derived from the demand from forelgn
nations for these products; and

“ Whereas the agricultural interests of this Nation by Federal legisla«
tion have been placed in direct competition with the same interests
of other nations and are justly entitled to all the advantages of an
open world market: and

*Whereas the State of Minnesota is preeminently an agricultural State
and would suffer greatly from such embargo, and all its business
interests would be seriously affected by the injury that would logi-
cally and necessarily follow such embargo: Therefore be 1t

“ Resolved, That the Minnesota House of Befresentatlvu, the Senaia
concurring, earnestly and emphnﬁcal.lfv nest the Representatives in
Congress and United States Senators from this State to use their influs
gcfh gnd vote to defeat any measure proposing such embargo ; and be if

rther

* Resolved, That the chlef clerk of the house and secretary of th
Senate be, and hereby are, instructed to forward a copy of these resoinl!
tlansstt% tenaﬁh of the Represenfatives in Congress and each Senator from
this 8,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted a
report (No. 964) accompanied by a bill (8. 7566) granting
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent relatives
of such soldiers and sailors, which was read twice by its title,
the bill being a substitute for the following Senate bills heretos
fore referred to that committee: i stin. bl eninga s

§.3870. Mary A. Attmore.

8. 980. Josiah L. Burton.

8.1120. Charles I. Greene,

8.1650. Ida A. Mitchell.

§.1806. Mary J. Forbes.

8.1819. Sarah E. C. Emerson,

8.2006. John H. Churchill, .

8. 2135. Richard Woods. ’

5. 2281. John Banks.

8. 2185. Mollie C. Warren.

8. 2187. Lucinda Traub.

8. 2195. Samuel W. Harden.

8.2298. Albert N. Raymond.

8. 2304. Charles R. Gentner,

8. 3177. Rodney Jones.

8. 3425, David H. Hall

8.3460. Moses H. Laughlin,

8. 3759. Robert I. Morrison.

8.8815. Lou E. Hecox.

8. 8908, Peter L. Miles.

Thomas Hickman,
Eliza J. Arthur,
Bettie Dodge.
Maria Love.

:

g

Orlando L. Daugherty,
Martha E. Messenger,
Minna Schue.

Gordon P. Ostrander,
William W. Chew.
Minerva M. Walsh.
Ellen Garlick.

Sarah E. H. Bartlett,
George Schmidt.
George Fulford.
George W. Weitzel
William M. Allen.
Catherine C. Abbott.
Samuel Lilly.

Edwin Forbes.

James W. Toler.
George Wort.

George W. Markland.
William A. Rusie,
Reuben ¥. Longley.
Anna Mott.

Thomas Shapley.
Cleora A. Carver.
Mary A. Lowry.
Wiley Whicher.
Amos Poe.

Martin Perking, alias Charles Shepherd.
Florence Ada Tinney.
Susan J. Alexander.
John H. Van Meter.
Lewis O. Lame.

. Imogene M. Burk.

. H. B, Crouch.

. Mathew Crawford.

. Joseph Raphile.
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" 8.7142. Jonathan Sargent.

8. 7144, John P. Simpson.

8. 7T146. Albert Baur.

8. 7157, Thomas T. Jones,

8. 7161. David Cox.

8. 7171. Richard Dobson.

8. 71756. Joseph H. Dearborn.
© 8.7176. Sarah L. Hammerton.

8. 7177. Theresa L. Breese.

8.7181. Thomas E. Dunbar.

8. 7195. Ephraim D. Edwards.

8.7202. Nelson B. Tool. 2
~ 8.7204. Josiah Hasbrook.

7218, Irena Ward.
7228, John W. Fletcher.
7244. James Menaugh.
7246, Michael Kirk.
7248. George W. Windell.
7249. Benjamin F. Shepherd.
7254. William R. Minert.
7260. Allen C. Goodwin.
7265. Daniel H. Pettengill.
. Olive Lunn.
7200, Harriett 8. Crooks.
7295. William H. McKinley.
7301. James F. Hobbs.
7311. Evander V. Turner.
7312. Mary E. Clark.
7315. Elizabeth M. Norton.
7327. Alicen W. Poe.
7330. Mary E. Searle.
7331. Thomas M. Wall
7332, Hugh M. Cory.
. Madison T. Trent.
. Rose Barnes.

S.7349. Lewis A. Huffaker.

8. 7351, David Parker.

8. 7408. Edward Dudevoire.

8. 7469, William Hawkins.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 19746) to authorize aids to
navigation and other works in the Lighthouse Service, and for
other purposes, reported it with an amendment and submitied a
report (No. 965) thereon,

PAN AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am instructed by the Commiftee on
Foreign Relations to report back favorably without amendment
the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 210) to authorize the President
to invite certain Governments to send delegates to the Pan
American Medical Congress, and I submit a report (No. 966)
thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso-
Iution,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows:

Resolved, eto., That the President of the¢ United SBtates be, and he is
hereby, an orized and uested to invite the several Governments of
the Republics of Mexico, ntral and South America, Haltl and Santo
Domingo to send official dalefates to the mee of the Pan American

Medical Congress, to be held in the clé¥ of S8an Francisco, Cal. Pana.mn.-
ngacéﬂc International Exposition, June 17, 18, 19, 20, ‘and él

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint
resolution.

Mr. JONES. Does it involve any expense on the part of this
Government?

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the Committee on Foreign
Relations took the matter under consideration and referred the
joint resolution to a subcommittee. It appears by former reso-
lutions which have been passed regarding this matter that
while it is possible an appropriation may be asked, yet Dr.
Johnson, who presides over the society in this city, has filed
with the subcommittee, and it will be a part of the records of
the committee which submits the report, a statement that in no
event shall the amount asked for exceed $10,000.

I wish to say, in order to avoid objection, that this Congress
is composed - of a great body of medical men all over the
Americas, North and South, and meetings have been held not
only here in the first instance, but in Panama, in the city of
Mexico, and in Habana. On all those oc¢casions the Govern-
ments have always appropriated a sum of money to defray, for
example, the expenses of a banquet to be attended by the mem-
bers. The gentlemen who compose this very valuable associa-
tion are extremely desirous that it shall not appear that the
Government is refusing to bear any expense and that they can
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simply come as private citizens if they want to. They think it
a very important matter, and the committee agree with them
on that. We have limited the expense as far as we could.

Mr. JONES. I would like to know if it will result in the
establishment of a sort of bureau controlled by other Gov-
ernments to which we will have to send representatives and the
expense of which we shall bear very largely? That has been
the case in a great many other instances.

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is the first time I have heard such a
suggestion made by anyone.

Mr. JONES. My colleague upon the Committee on Appro-
priations, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN],
can bear me out in the statement that a great many of these
things have come about just in that way, and I simply want to
bring this matter to his attention. If he has no objection to it
as representing the majority of the Committee on Appropria-
tions I shall not object, but I shall expect to see it result in
just what we tried to cut out of the Diplomatic and Consular
appropriation bill last year.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, there have been some dozen
or more resolutions of this kind which passed Congress from
time to time, whereby these different scientific experts may go
to forelgn countries and their expenses are paid. They seem
to establish a bureau at some capital, like the Hague or Pots-
dam, or somewhere else, and then bind the United States to be-
come a continuing member. For example, I had a case before
me this morning; and I will say to my colleague on the com-
mittee that we concluded to strike out a good many of such
items from the appropriation bills, there are so many delegates
making trips to Europe. We found that they had bound this
Government with other Governments that they would hold an
annual meeting over there, and then they would establish a
bureau, and all such things. The meetings are held abroad so
that our delegates get a trip to Europe, and we have to pay the
expenses. This morning we heard of one such congress that is
to be held at Potsdam, and over $3,000 was asked to be appro-
priated for it—8500 to pay the expenses over there and $500
extra, and so on. I have forgotten the exact amount, but it
amounts to about $3,500. Our continning expenses are $1,500
to pay our bureau and for this system of representation. All
these things amount to a great deal of money at the end of a
year,

I was astonished, and so was my friend from Washington
[Mr. Joxes], when I came to look into this appropriation bill,
at the large sums of money it appropriated, not in one case but
in dozens of cases, and to find that in the bill the United States
had bound itself to have these delegates go abroad and attend
the meetings of associations, resulting in establishing a great
bureau in which no° American is employed. Here we are pay-
ing for the employment of foreigners in some burean in a for-
elgn country in order that some Americans can attend every
year some convention to be held. We pay his expenses and pay
all the necessary incidentals, and so on.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not intend to object to the considera-
tion of this joint resolution, but I wish the Senator from Dela-
ware would explain to what persons in Mexico we are to extend
this invitation.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know whether Dr. Carranza has
a medical title or not; I have sometimes heard him called by
that title; nor do I know whether Dr. Huerta has one, but any
of them might attend that meeting with profit to themselves.
I want to say, however, Mr. President, that it seemed to the
committee having this matter in charge that this was a par-
tienlarly laudable object at this time, and a courteous invita-
tion only was desired to be extended to these gentlemen.

We have taken a very prominent part, both in North and
South America, in trying to do away with infectious or con-
tagious diseases. We have been called upon, I think, recently
in Ecuador to make sanitary the condition at Guyaquil, which
is threatening our traffic through the Panama Canal.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say to the Senator from Dela-
ware that I simply want to make sure that we are extending the
invitation through the proper President of Mexico, whether it
be Villa or whomsoever it may be to-day or to-morrow.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think it might be well to call upon the
leader of the majority now existing upon that side of the Cham-
ber as to what we are going to do in regard to this. The Sena-
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GarLiNcer] introduced this joint
resolution, and I know he is very much in favor of it. So I ask
him to reply to his own colleague,

.Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I introduced the joint
resolution because I am very greatly interested in the matter of
ganitation and health, not only in our own country but through-
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out the world. It will be admitted that we can not have our
own country free from contagious and epidemic diseases unless
the matter is discussed and considered by other Governments
as well as ours.

This is a great medical association. It has received the cour-
tesies of other Governments; delegates have been sent from
the United States, and have been treated with great considera-
tion; these important questions have been discussed and the
results have been published. I have myself read them with
great interest and, I think, some profit. Now, it is designed
that this association shall be invited to meet in this country.
There may be later on some suggestion as to a small appro-
priation for the purpose of reciprocating courtesies which our
own delegates have received from these other Governments.

It is a trivial matter, Mr. President. I see no danger of it
ever resulting in the establishment of a bureau or that we shall
be involved in any financial obligation that will become trouble-
some to us. If Congress does not choose to make an appro-
priation when the matter is presented to it later on, of course
Congress will not make the appropriation; but unquestionably
the invitation ought to be extended. We can not very well do
ourselves justice without extending the invitation, and I trust
no objection will be made to the passage of the joint resolution.

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand the joint resolution does not
provide for any appropriation?

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS.

Mr. WILLIAMS. By direction of the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report
back favorably without amendment Senate resolution 520, and
I ask for its present consideration. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] on the 23 instant, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Bulldings and Grounds, or
any subcommittee thereof, be anthorized during the Sixty-third Con
to subpena wiltnesses, to send for books and papers, to administer oaths
and to employ a stenographer, at a price not to exceed $1 per print
page, to report such hearings as may be had In connection with any
subject which may be pending before the said committee: that the
committee may sit durin
the expense thereof shal
Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Mississippi if there are any contemplated hearings to be
had by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds?

Mr, WILLIAMS. I will say, for the information of the Sen-
ator from Utah, that this is what has happened: The Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds, thinking that it had authority
. to hold certain hearings, employed a stenographer, and it owes
him money for his work. He can not be paid. I told him that
the committee would have to obtain the authority of the Senate
through a resolution before payment could be made. The reso-
lution was therefore offered and referred to the committee, and
I have been authorized to report it back favorably.

Mr, SMOOT. It seems to me, under the wording of the reso-
lution, it would be to pay for hearings hereafter to be had and
not for hearings which have already taken place.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The committee contemplates the possibility
of having to continue its hearings. The Senator from Virginia
[Mr. SwansoN], who offered the resolution, is not in his seat
just at this moment, but I understand the committee think
there is a possibility, though not any very great probability,
of the continuance of some of the hearings.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the
consideration of the resolution?

The resolution was agreed to.

LABELIRG AND MISBRANDING OF GOODS,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before bills are received I
desire to ask a question concerning a bill that has been reported.
I address my observations to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pom-
ERENE].

I find on the calendar Senate bill 646, providing for the label-
ing and tagging of all fabrics and articles of clothing intended
for sale which enter into interstate commerce, and providing
penalties for misbranding.

the sessions or recesses of the Senate, and
be pald out of the contingent fund of the

present
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. This bill seems to have béen reported from the Committee on
Manufactures. I am a member of that committee, but I never
heard of a meeting of the committee nor was I consulted as to
the matter of the report. As I have received communications
concerning the bill, in which complaint is made that no hearing
was held on the subject and that there are certain parties who
desire a hearing, I will ask the Senator from Ohio if it would
not be compatible with his views to have the bill recommitted to
the committee for the purpose of giving certain interested par-
ties an opportunity to be heard?

Mr. POMERENE. That bill was referred by the Committee
on Manufactures to a subcommittee, of which I was a member.
The matter was taken up with the department. As a member
of that committee I was not advised that any individuals
desired any personal hearing on the matter. The bill seemed
to have the indorsement of the department. I knew of no
objection—I say that individually—on the part of any interested
parties to the provisions of the bill until very recently. The
matter is now being considered by the members of the committee
in view of the fact that certain persons have indicated a desire
to be heard. No later than this morning one of the members
of the subcommittee and myself had a conference on the
subject. We expect to have a further conference during the
day, and if the matter may be allowed to rest for the day I
think thera can be something determined upon which will be
entirely satisfactory to those who are seeking a heariag.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no disposition to press any sug-
gestion at all, but I thought it was rather remarkable that I
had never been notified of the meeting of the committee, as I
have some views on the matter which I would have desired in
my usual modest way to present to the committee had I been
notified of a meeting and had the privilege of attending.

Mr. POMERENH. Mr. President, as one member of the
committee, I did not know the Senator from New Hampshire
was interested in the subject. Had I known of the fact, he
certainly would have been advised. The subcommittee was
aunthorized to report on the bill, as I now recall.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I am gratified to know
that the ‘subject is being given further consideration, for it is
a very important matter which will lead to a good deal of dis-
cussion if it comes before the Senate unless certain matters
are adjusted in connection with it.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I may say that, since these
objections have come to my attention, my personal feeling about
the matter is that there ought to be some further hearings on
the bill with a view to perfecting it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills is next
in order.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS:

A bill (8. 7567) granting a pension to James Gallagher (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 7568) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert
W. Potter (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON:

A bill (8. 7569) granting a pension to Charles H. Nelson;

A bill (8. 7570) granting a pension to Sumner P. Boies; and

A bill (8. 7571) granting an increase of pension to Joann P.
Swift-Libby ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. WHITE:

A bill (8. 7572) for the relief of the heirs of Eldred Nun-
nally, deceased; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MYERS:

A bill (8. 7573) granting a pension to Anna Trickey; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McOUMBER :

A bill (8. 7574) granting an increase of pension to Mary EH.
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON (by request) :

A bill (8. 7675) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend
laws for preventing collisions of vessels and to regulate equip-
ment of certain motor boats on the navigable waters of the
United States,” approved June 9, 1910; to the Committee on
Commerce, -

By Mr. CATRON:

A bill (8. 7576) granting a pension to John Lilly (with accom-
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ROOT: '

A bill (8. 7577) granting an increase of pension to Orra M
Duncan;
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A bill (8. 7578) granting a pension to Josephine W. Baullis;
and

A bill (8. 7579) granting a pension to Georgianna G. Furey;
to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. BURLEIGH :

A bill (8. 7580) granting a pension to Elias Lyon; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHIELDS:

A bill (8. 7581) granting an increase of pension to Andrew
J. Shell; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ROOT:

A bill (8. 7582) granting an increase of pension to Charles P.
Cook ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COLT:

A bill (8. 7583) granting an increase of pension to Fannie
Reid (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. STERLING submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill
(H. R. 20189), which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce and ordered to be printed.

Mr. SAULSBURY submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill
(H. R. 20189), which was ordered to lie on the table and be
printed.

THE LIGHTHOUSE SERVICE.

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19746) to authorize aids to
navigation and other works in the Lighthouse Service, and for
other purposes, which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce and ordered to be printed,

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION EBILLS.

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment propcding to in-
crease the appropriation for investigating the food habits of
North American birds and mammals in relation to agriculture,
hortienlture, forestry, ete., from $110,000 to $360,000, intended
to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill
(H. R. 20415), which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry and ordered to be printed.

Mr. THORNTON (for Mr. BANKHEAD) submitted an amend-
ment proposing to appropriate $225 to pay Fay N. Seaton for
extra services rendered to the Committee to Investigate Joint
Parcel Post, intended to be proposed by him to the general de-
ficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

Mr. POINDEXTER submitted an amendment proposing to
increase the appropriation for the control of pests of orchard
and other fruits from $56,115 to $58,255, intended to be pro-
posed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill (H. R.
20415), which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry and ordered to be printed.

SUPERINTENDENT OF POST OFFICE.

*  Mr. POINDEXTER. I submit an amendment intended to be
" proposed by me to the Post Office appropriation bill (H. R.
19906), and ask that it be read and referred to the Committee
on Post Offices and Post Roads.

The amendment was read and referred to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads, as follows:

: Sltrike out line 8, on page 5, and In leu thereof substitute the fol-
owing :

“ The office of postmaster is hereby abolish except in third and
fourth eclass office - and in lien thereo’f. is cm% the oﬂ!cenot superin-
tendent of post office. Each post office of the first and second e
shall be in charge of a superintendent. In each office where there is an
assistant postmaster such assistant postmaster ghall be appointed to the
office of superintendent of post office if qualified therefor, and shall hold
the same subject to the laws and regulations of the classified elvil
gervice. Thereafter all appointments to the office of superintendent of

ost office shall be made upon merit, and, where ?rnctlenble. by 0-
on or transfer from the employees of the Postal Bervice, and shall
“hold the office without rd to politics or political recommendations,
upon the terms and conditions and subject such tenure as is pro-
ded by the laws and regulations governing the classified, permanent
rintendents of post offices

s section shall not a.&)l_v

ey

civil service. For compensation to such su

there is hereby appropriated $15,000,000.

to i)ostzz:utors now in office whose terms have not expired, but

shall be allowed to serve out the term for which they were appointed.”
THE MERCHANT AARINE.

Mr. LEWIS. I tender an amendment to the present pending
shipping bill (H. R. 6856), and ask to have it printed and re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerece.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will
be taken.
© The amendment is as follows:

Amend section 1, on
in line 8, by adding:

page 2, after the words “ objects and purposes,”,

“Provided, That no purchase of sh from any source whatever, or
of foreign subject, or of any ship belonging to any foreign country,
shall be made until the Department of Justice and artment of 8
has certified that it has examined the title of the red ship and
that the same Is available in all respects and free from any question in-

{:“Irvi_:nx any international complication or viclation of any international

BHIPMENT OF AMERICAN MANUFACTURES,

Mr, FLETCHER. I have here a communication from the
Secretary of Commerce, which I desire to have printed in the

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The communication is as follows:

DEPARTMENT 0F COMMERCE,
O aehington, Feomuary 5, 1915,
as on, February 4,
Hon. Duxcax U. FLETCHER, e

United States Senate, Washingtion, D. O,
My Dean BenaTon: I quote the follo from a letter to me dated
29th January, from the George P, Plant ling Co., 8t. Louls:
“ On December 8 we made a contract with Holland-America Line

ent
eth-
erlands Government ; that is, they were to furnish us with the necessary

ermit and we were to guarantee the clearance of the flour during

ebruary.
- Wr:riave complied with our wntra%nﬂnf shipped 20,000 sacks of
flour from here between the 20th and of Jamuary ; we also secured
the necessary permit through the office of the Heolland-America Line in
New York City, who in turn advised their office in New Orleans that
this 20,000 sacks of flour would move under permit N, Y. P. 880, but in
last week the agents of the Holland-America Line in New Orleans,
who are the Texas Transport & Terminal Co., bave used every means
in their power tushgf us from ship&lnﬁ.thaﬂnnr. and have advised us
ﬁt l:hey rﬂ}l not clear the flour ebruary, and certainly mot til
rch or April. TR

“ Qur re| Emntathea in New Orleans have intimated that whereas
we have freight booked at 47 cents per 100 pounds and the Hol-
land-America Line are now getting a rate of 70 cents per 100 pounds,
that this difference in the revenue to be earned them aceounts for
their attitode; but we can not believe that such a com as the
[olland-America Line would stoog) to such a position, we belleve
that if some pressure is brought bear Wn the line by your depart-
ment that we not only can secure a fulfillment of the comtract that
that their attitude toward comtracts they have
with others will be quite satisfactory hereafter.

“ We will be pleased to have you take this matter up with the Hol-
land-America Line if you will, both at their New York City office and
their New Orleans and if you wish any further information in
the matter we will be pleased to supply same by telegraph if you will

us what Is necessary.” :
I have instructed the tatives of the Bureau of Forelgn and

o

represen’
Domestic Commerce of this department in New Orleans and New York
to look further into this matter.
Yours, very truly, WiLLraym C. REDPIELD,
Becretary,
DEPARTMENT OoF COMMERCE,
CE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, February 3, 1915,

Hon. Duxeaxy U. FLETCHER
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.
My DeAr SENATOR : 1 hand you, for such use as you mf' think fit, copy
of letter from the Utilities Manufactur Co,, which I find ugton my

desk on my return to-day, and which speaks for itself. The last para-
graph geems to me worthy of publication.
Yours, very truly, WitLiaxm C, REDFIELD,
Seoretary.

UriLiries. MANUFACTURING CO.,
18 Broadway, New York, January 26, 1015,
W. C. Reppirrp, Esq.,
Secretary of Commerce, Washington, D. 0.

DeEar Bir: We have read with great interest your brilllant defense
of the plan of the United States Government to purchase ships in order
to make possible the shipment of American manufactures to foreign
markets and bring back to this country the products of the South
American countries, in particular, who are suffering from a lack of
communication and who are therefore unable to make purchases, not
baving any market for their products,

We n hnrﬁlg]say that your plan has our heartlest moral support,
and in addition the records that you have alrea athered on the
subject we desire to inferm you that just because of this serious lack
of shlg_plng facilities and because of the corresponding unrmgeously
high freight rates we have lost a very large order from a firm in
Alexandria, ypt, and another ome from a firm in Auckland, New
Zealand, to whom we had quoted and who had given us their orders
amounting to many thousand dollars, and both of which flrms were
forced to cancel the shipment by cable on account of the veiy high
freight rates which would have made the retail price of our products
prohibitive in their country. With an adequate American merchant
marine it would be impossible for the few operating companies (English
and French) to monopolize the freight rates and dictate to the American
public what they must ship and at what prices. To speak in plain
words, the sitnation has become so serious as regards our export busi-
ness that we have had to give np free on board quotations, which, as
ou mgy know, are so essential, and as a consequence our business
as suffered very badly in spite of the fact that the foreign competi-
tion during the past three months has been minimized and one of the
best advertised brands and greatest sellers in almost every foreign
country has had their plant destroyed by the war. We have
forced to lay off part of our help and are losing this rare chance of
cxtending our business for no other reason excepting the lack of fur-




1915.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

nishing at reasonable prices our merchandlse which Is In such great
demand at the present time.
Yours, very truly, Uriniries MaxuvracTUniNGg Co.

AMENDMENT OF THE BULES.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, under the rule T desire to pre-
sent n notice that on to-morrow I shall move an amendment to
the rules. On to-morrow I shall ask that the resolution be re-
ferred to the Commiltee on Rules, as I have no idea that it
could possibly secure the attention of this body at the present
session; but 1 want to have it presented now in order that it
may receive such consideration as it will deserve with a view
of passing it at the extra session, which everyone admits is
soon to follow, at which time I 'shall ask for its consideration
and adoption, if possible.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say that
everyone admits we are to have an extra session?

Mr, NORRIS. YWhether everyone admits it or not, I presume
it is unavoidable under all the circumstances.

Mr. GALLINGER. Suppose we should be wise enough to
take up the appropriation bills and pass them, would there be
any necessity for an extra on?

Mr. NORRIS. No; I should not think so.

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope that may be done,

Mr, NORRIS.
enough to get through with the business of the sesslon,

1 ask to have the proposed rule read, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read.

The notice of an amendment to the rules was read, as follows :

In accordance with Rule XL of the Sennte, T hereby give notice that
on to-morrow 1 will propose an amendment to the rules of the Senate
by adding thereto a new rule, as follows :

“ Ruole XLI. It shall be 'n ovder during the morning hour to make a
motion that any bill or resolution then on the calendar shall be con-
sldered under the terms of this rule, Such motion, when made, shall
lie over one day and shall then be deelded without debate. When it
hns been declded to coasider a bill or resolution under thls rule, the
same shall first be consldered In general debate, durlng which time no
Senator, except by unanimons consent, shall be allowed to speak more
than three hours. At the close of general debate the bill or resolution
ghall be read for amendments, and on any amendment that may be
offered no Senator, except by unanimous consent, shall speak for more
than 15 mioutes : Provided, That any Benator who has not spoken for
3 hours In general debate shall, in addition to sald 15 minutes, be
allowed additional time; but In no case shall such additional time or
fimes, Including the time used by su mator in eral debate,
exceed in the aggregate 3 hours. When the bill is ing read for
aml:;-;idmont all debate ghall be confined to the amendment which {8 then
pending.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice will lie on the table.
THE OLD ROMAN SENATE.

Mr. GORE. I ask unanimous consent to have printed as a
public document a history of the rules of procedure of the old
Roman Senate.

Mr. SMOOT.
not catch it

Mr. GORE. The request is to have printed as a Senate docu-
lgl':lEl‘lt a history of the rules of procedure of the old Roman
Sentte.

AMr. SMOOT. For what year, I will ask the Senator?

Mr. GORE. Tt covers a number of years, about as many
years as debate lasts in the Senate. 1

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Is it accompanlied by the rulings
of the Chair?

Mr, GORE, It covers about as many years as an ordinary
debate lasts in the Senafe.

Mr. SMOOT. T ask that the matter be referred to the Com-
wittee on Printing.

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objection, the matter will be
referred to the Committee on Printing.

WAGES ON AMERICAN AND BRITISH VESSELS.

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I have had carefully com-
piled a comparison of American and British wages paid on two
steam eolliers, one a British collier of 4,200 gross tons and the
other an American collier of 4417 tons. It is an interesting
stntement, and I ask consent to have it printed in the REcorp
without reading.

The VICE IPRESIDENT,
8o ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Comparizon of Amcrican and British wages paid on stcam collicrs.

AMERICAN COLLIER "' LYRA™
{4,417 gross tons.)

I ask the Senator what is his request? I could

In the absence of objection, it Is

$2C0. 00
100, 00
S5, 00
T0. 00
hi, 00
400, 00

Curpenter
8 sallors 2

I doubt whether we are going to be wise

Steward - _____ $75. 00
Chiel icook=ssi oo 5. 00
Second cook G0, 00
8 messmen ________ 110, 00
Chilef enyilneor = s 150. 00
Pipst: ausletant engineer o in Sug i = 100. 00
Second assistant engineer 85. 00
Third assistant englneer__ D e e et o AP 70. 00
3 oilers = = 165, 00

330.

6 firemen.._. = :
135.

3 coal passers

00
00
Total per month 2, 265, 00
TOLEL DO, FORY oo i o v st s e o ey s e 27, 180.00

"

BRITISH STEAMSHIP * MASCONOMO,
(4,200 gross tons.)

Master ot -  $121.560
First mate X 48, 60
Second mate = 24,02
Third mate oy 25. 51
Carpenter__ AR, 31, 50
Boatswaln == 25. 51
Steward 31,09
Engineer steward_.______ = 12. 15
Cook__ el — 26.73
Mess-room boy - = 4,
8 able senmen 174. 06
First-angineerao - o i oot e e 80. 19
Second engineer ____ e D8. 32
Third engineer 38, 88
Fourth engineer «ae = 54. 02
8 firemen oy x: 184 68
2 oflers .. ___ & s 46. 17
Total per month . 079, 28
Taotal gge-r P e e e 11, 751, 38

Annual difference in wages, $15,428.04.

Nore.—The waﬁ{-s given for the Lyra are the union rate for white
crew on the Paclfic coast. Saillors, firemen, coal passers, etc., can
shipped In the Atlantie-coast trade at from $15 to $20 per month less
than in the Pacific; but the wages of officers and engineers, who usu-
%’Ilyi gtax by the ship, are nearly as high now In the Atlantic as in the

acific,

Uharge‘s based on cost of construction,

American ar;;mhh

Lyra. noma.
FREL DOBRC S asoioe s e it vasunsipe oS snnas sanva sy aberanasns="a0u $325, 000 $217,000
Inberest, 5 par RNk, ... v iervnsuversvitems rinnnveryyryssrae 16,250 10, 850
Depreciation, 5 per cent - 16,250 10, 850
Insurance, 6 percent. .. ..c..... 19, 500 13,020
Akl o ariasss e 52,000 34,70

Annual difference In charges based on cost of construction, $17.280.
COST OF FOOD.

American crew—35 men, at 50 cents per day, for 305 days__

British crew—382 men, at 40 cents per day, for 3656 days..-

Annunal difference In cost of food
Annual difference in wages

4, 38
84. 07

=3

50
.00

1, 715. 50
10, 428, 04

Annual difference in charges based on construction____ .. 17, 280. 00
Annnal difference in operating American and British
e e e e o el T o — 84,424 14

THE MEBCIHANT MARINE.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. GORH. I desire to offer a resolution (S8, Res. 537) and
move its adoption under Rule XXVI. For the present I nsk
that the resolution be read and that the motion go over under
the rule for a day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Seeretary will read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Re¢solved, That the Committee on Commerce Is hereby discharged
from the further consideration of Benate bill TH52,

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution go over under the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under
the rule.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I should like to nsk the
Senator from Oklnhoma if the resolution which he has just of-
fered relates to the bill which the Senator himself introduced
on Wednesday last?

Mr. GORHE. Yes, sir.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce yesterday?

Mr, GORE. Yes, sir.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator has become impatient at
the lack of actlon?

Mr. GORE. Oh, no, Mr. President; I profess to have an un-
Itmited nmount of patience. I think the Committee on Com-

merce will have ample time to deliberate on this bill before the
motion comes up for consideration.
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PURCHASE OF VESSELS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be
stated,

The Secretary read the resolufion (8. Res. 528) submitted by
Mr. BurToN on the second instant, as follows:

Whercas the pending ship-purchase bill, being Senate blll No, (856, con-
templating by certain of its onvisions the purchase of shi?plug ton-
nage already construeted, and therefore suggests the possible acqulsl-
tion of ships belonging to belligerents, some of which are interned in
American and other ports as the result of the war; and

Whereas the purchase of such vessels would ralse questions of vital
importance to the intorests of the United States, a knowledge of
which is of supreme loiportance In order that the Senate may reach
an intelligent conclusion as to the advisabllity of cnacting said bill
and as to the propriety of incorporating in Its provislons certaln
amendments : Be It
Resolved, That the SBeerciary of State be requested and is bereby

directed to transmit at his carliest convenience to the Senate of the

United States information responsive to the following In m%:n
Has the Secretary of State, through private or official ¢ nels, re-

colved any !nrormarﬁnn from any responsible forelgn source as to the

attitude the Governments of the belligerent nations, or any of them,
might be expected to assume in relation to the transfer to the Ameriean

and Ameriean register of merchant ships which have herctofore
carricd the flag of a belligerent State?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

AMr. FLETCHER., Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senafor from Florida.

Mr. FLETCHER. I see no objection to the resolution. I
think there is no reason why it should not be adopted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed fo.

THE SENATE MANUAL (8. DOC. NO. 038),

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
another resolution coming over from a preceding day, which
will be stated.

The Secretnry read the resolution (8. Ites, 535) introduced
by Mr. OvErMAN on the 4th instant, as follows:

Resoloed, That the Committee on Rules be Instructed to prepare a
new edition of the Benate Manual, and that there be printed 4,000
copies of the snme for the use of the commitice, of which 250 copies
ghall be bound in full moroceo and tagged as to contents.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'The Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. GORE. Would the Senator from North Carolina object
{o an amendment to the resolution providing for the publication
of a vest-pocket edition of the rules in convenient form?

Mr. OVERMAN. If it Is the desire of the SBenate, that can
be done. The Constitution has been prepared and is ready to
print. We find about 400 errors in this book. The seventeenth
amendment Is not In it, and some Senators—notably the junlor
Senator from Illinols [Mr. SzaeRmax] and the junlor Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. Horris]—have never been included
in it. It Is now brought down to date, and we have the Consti-
tution; and it will be very little trouble, if the Benator desires
it, to print a vest-pocket edition of the Constitution, with the
citations.

Mr. GORE. And the rules of the Senate? I move that as an
amendment.

Mr. OVERMAN. Does the Senator mean the Constitution and
the rules of the Senate in a vest-pocket edition?

Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. If wlill be a very great convenience.

AMr, WILLIAMS., We would have to have it printed on India
Daper, then,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to state the
amendment.

Mr. GORE. I move that the pending resolution be amended
by adding:

Provided, That the Commiitee on Ttules Is further directed to pre-

pare and print a vost-goeket edition of the rules of the Senate and
the Constltution of the Unlted Btates,

The VICE PRESIDENT. How many coples?

Mr. GORE. I should say a thousand coples.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the House of Representatives
has been printing vest-pocket editions of the platforms, and so
forth, and has been sending them to the Senate. I do not know
whether or not we ought to return the compliment by sending
copies of this edition to the Members of the House. If that be
80, it would take more than 250 coples.

Mr. GORE. I would suggest a thousand coples. A thousand
would cost very little more than 250,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question Is on ngrecing to the
amendment.

The amendment was rejected,

Mr. BRYAN. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida.

Mr. BRYAN. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the
commlitee, if it could be dene withont muech trouble, if it woula
not be well to have declared on the margin of the rules the date
upon which each rule was adopted by the Senate?

Mr, OVERMAN, It would be very little trouble, I think, Mr,
President.

Mr. BRYAN. It would not require any amendment to the
resolution to bring that about.

Mr. OVYERMAN. Not at all; just the suggestion from the
Senator will be sufficient.

Mr. BRYAN. I make that suggestion to the Senator, because
In the construction of a number of the rules very much depends
upon when the role was adopted. For example, the second
paragraph of Rule XVI provides that amendments to general
appropriation bills moved by members of a standing committee,
and so forth, shall be referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions. It likewise requires amendments proposing new items of
appropriation to river and harbor bills to be referred to the
Committee on Commerce and amendments to bills establishing
post roads or propesing new post roads to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Itonds. Now, it is very possible that at
the time this paragraph was adopted those were the only com-
mittees outside of the Committee on Appropriations that con-
sidered appropriation bills at all. Since then a number of other
committees have been empowered to consider appropriation
bills; and the guestion ecame up and the Vice President was
compelled to rule upon It ag to whether an amendment to an
appropriation bill—for example, where the Committee on Naval
Affairs was concerned; I do not remember the committee in-
volved—should go to the Committee on Appropriations or to the
committee having charge of the partieular appropriation bill
My recollection is that the Chair ruled, and I think correctly,
that in all probability this paragraph was amended when there
were no other committees except those mentioned in the para-
graph that considered appropriation bills, aside from the regu-
lar Committee on Appropriations. .

If we could have printed in the margin the dates upon which
the rules were adopted, it seems to me it would be of great
value to every Senator, and it would be very little trouble. The
poliey followed out in the annotation of compllations of statutes
of the States or of the Revised Statutes of the United States
conid be very easily adopted. I hope the committee will see
that that is done, now that we are to have a new edition of the
manuanl,

Mr. OVERMAN. 1 think it Is a very wise suggestion, and
I will order it done.

Mr., CLARK of Wyoming, Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish fo ask the Senator from
North Carolina whether or not he contemplates publishing in
this edition the names of Senators elect?

AMr. OVERMAN, That is the purpose of it. There are 17
Senators whose names will have to appear here, Some of them
are Seunators who are already In the SBenate; oune, the junlor
Senator from Illinois [Mr. SEERMAN], who was here, I think,
last time, but whose nawe was left out by mistake. That was
the purpose,

I want to say that there has been grent demand for this
book, an unusual demand. Senator Crane introduced an amend-
ment on the 3d day of March two years ago, and it became my
duty to look into it. There was the same number of coples
printed then, and there are just 10 copies left—only 10—and
there is a demand right now for the book. Only yesterday
n Member of the House came over and asked for one, so they
will soon be exhausted. There are just 10 coples left, and we
want to get out the new edition as soon as possible, and we
want each new Senator furnished with a copy with hls name
on it. They are entitled to that.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Seanfor from Florida.

Mr. BEYAN. There is an additional reason, It seews lo me,
and a more lmportant reason, for the publication of another
edition of the rules, because several nmendments have been
adopted since this editlon was published, and unless Senators
happen to remember what those amendments are they can
not know what their rights are under the rules and ecan not
know what the rules are. The Vice President has gone to the
trouble of having pasted in his copy of the rules those that
lave been adopted sinee 1913, but they are not avallable to
the Renate gene-snlly. -

Mr. OVERMAN. I think it is more important to print it now
thau ever before. 1 think there have been more amendments to
the rules than ever befure. Here is the fifteenth amecndment,
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and there is mo decision relating to the Constitution brought
down since volume 225—10 volumes of the reports. Take “ due
process of law "”; there have been many decisions under that
head since that time; and, of course, if the Senators want the
Constitution, they want it annotated to date.

Mr. WARREN., Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. WARREN. I entirely agree with the Senator from North
Carolina. The resolution ought to pass, and the printing ounght
to be done, and the book issued at the earliest possible date. If
Senators have any copies to spare, I presume there will be
calls enough for them. I know in my own case calls for copies
from members of legislatures of the States and others inter-
ested in parliamentary matters take up all the extra eopies I
have, and I often have to ask my colleagues for extra copies.

I hope the resolution will pass.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado.

Mr. THOMAS. These rules are printed in the Manual, a
copy of which every Senator has. For my part, I do not see
any necessity for going to the extra expense of printing them in
a different form.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is not a different form.

Mr. OVERMAN. No; it is not a different form.

Mr. THOMAS. It is practically in a different form; that is,
the rules are printed and bound separately.

Mr. WARREN. Oh, no, Mr. President. It is proposed to
reprint them in the same manner.

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes.

Mr. BRYAN. The amendment offered by the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] was defeated.

Mr. THOMAS., Defeated yesterday?

Mr. BRYAN. No; just now.

Mr. THOMAS. I was out of the Chamber.,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to. !

SHIPS OF BELLIGEEENT NATIONS.

Mr. BURTON. Mr, President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio.

Mr. BURTON. There was another resolution (8. Res. 527)
calling for information which I introduced, directed to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury. I think that ought to come up at the
same time with the other resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the rules of the Senate the
resolution to which the Senator refers went to the calendar, the
morning hour having expired while the resolution was being
considered. It can be taken from the calendar only on motion
or by unanimous eonsent.

é\‘lir. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent that it be consid-
ered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani-
mous consent for the presen: consideration of the resolution
mentioned by him. :

Mr, KERN, Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana.

Mr. KERN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr., Stoxe] is
necessarily absent from the Chamber, and I think I shall have
to object in his absence. I understand that he objects to its
consideration.

Mr. BURTON. Do I understand that there is objection be-
cause of the absence of the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. KERN. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made.
ness is closed.

Morning busi-

THE MERCHANT MARINE.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President——
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, on yesterday, before I sus-
pended my remarks, I had referred to the fact that at the first
conference of Democratic Senators during the present session of
Congress there was a general agreement that the policy of
Democratic Senators during this session should be, first, to pass
the necessary supply bills, and then, after that work was accom-
plished, if time remained, to devote it to the legislative pro-
gram suggested by the President.

Because I made that suggestion a statement has been made
in the public press to the effect that some caucus secret had
been disclosed. Unless my memory is very much at fault, the
reverse is trune. Following the practice of the conference, at
its adjournment the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx], who
presided at that conference, gave a brief statement to the press
stating what I have already stated on the floor of the Senate
as the action of the conference.

I refer again to that action by the Democratic conference for
this reason: To indicate to the Senate what the deliberate and
unanimous judgment of Democratic Senators who were experi-
enced in legislation and acquainted with the rules of this body
was as to what it was possible to accomplish during this session
of the Congress, and how, uninfluenced from any other guarter
or by anybody else, the position they then took was, in my judg-
ment, the sound position, the one that the country expects of
us—that we should first of all and eertainly pass the great sup-
ply bills that are necessary to run this Government, and then,
after that necessary work was done, should go home and give
the people some time to digest the great construective legislation
that we have been passing since the Democratic Party came into
power.

I believed that such a course was for the best interests of
the Democratic Party and of the country alike; and at that time,
unless I am sadly in error in my memory, not a single Demo-
cratic Member in this Chamber raised his voice in opposition
to that idea.

Mr, President, reference has been made by the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. StoNe] to the caumcus—you will observe I mo
longer say “ conference "—resolution adopted on the 15th day
of December, 1003, by the gentlemen who were then Democratic
Senators from the various States of the Union. I want to read
it again so that this body may catch the exact and accurate
import of that resolution. It reads:

Resolved, That hereafter all members of the Senate Democratic cau-
cus shall be bound to vote in accordance with its decislons made by a
two-thirds vote of all its members on all questions except those involv-
ing a construction of the Constitution, or upon which a Senator has
made pledges to his constituents, or received instructions from the legis-
lature of the Btate he represents.

This resolution, of course, was adopted before the constitu-
tional amendment relating to the manner and mode of electing
Senators had been agreed to, hence the last clause.

Mr. President, it will be observed that there are at least two
classes of cases in which express provision is made that no
Democratic Senator shall be bound, even by the vote of a caucus,
when two-thirds of the members of his party assent thereto:
First, upon all questions relating to the Constitution. Why?
Because we are patriots, I hope, before we are partisians: and
for the further reason that every Member of this body has
sworn to support and defend the Constitution of the United
Sgltes. and no man can be constrained to violate his oath of
office.

In reference to the pending bill, there are Senators on this
side, myself included, who have at least grave doubts as to
the constitutionality of this measure. I do not profess positive
conviction, because I have not yet fully matured my convie-
tions on this subject; but I do express the gravest doubt as to
the constitutional power of the Government of the United States
to enact this legislation. Not long ago, on this floor, during
the progress of this debate, I witnessed a spectacle and heard
a colloquy that was amazing to me. BSome Senator—I do not
wish to call names now—sitting on the other side of the
Chamber asked one of the distinguished Senators in charge of
this bill, a Senator for whom I have the highest personal re-
gard, and who has had long and distingnished service in this
body, this question: *“ Upon what constitutional power do you
rest this legislation?"” The reply was made from the Senator
on this side—the Democratic side, forsooth, of this Chamber—
“The general-welfare clause of the Constitution.”

Then the rejoinder came with crushing force, and it was
deserved, that the Senator was the first Democrat who had
ever lived to get to the Senate of the United States who gave
such an answer like that to a question like that. The rejoinder
was, “ Well, if we can enact one bill because we believe or
contend that it is for the general welfare of the people of the
United States, we can enact all bills that we believe to be for
the general welfare of the people of the United States” and
what then becomes of the ancient Democratie, yea, the ancient
American doctrine, that this is a Government of delegated
powers, and that this Federal Government of ours may not
exercise any power save that whieh is expressly conferred upon
it or may be necessarily implied from the express powers?

So to me at least, young as I am in years, although somewhat
old-fashioned, I admit, in my Democratic beliefs, the rejoinder’
upon the other side of this Chamber was not only crushing but
complete, and I do not believe that in the future we are likely
to hear any Senator of the United States, on this side of the
Chamber at least, say that he rests legislation on the general-
welfare clause of the Constitution. Certainly I could never
rest my vote for any legislation on the general-welfare clause.

What other power, then, of the Constitution can be invoked
as the basis of this legislation? Has not tlie Government the
power to construct and maintain a Navy? Ah, Senators, that is
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true, but as this blll is worded, when we consider its history,
when we consider the current events that are transpiring, when
we consider the arguments that are made for it, when we con-
gider the language in which it is phrased, when we consider the
provisions of the measure itself, it is impossible to deny that
that contention is little more than a subterfuge. There are a
great many very able writers on this question who contend, and
contend with some degree of force, according to the way I look
at it, that in this age of specialization, when vessels, as well as
other things, are specialized, the type of ship best adapted for
auxiliary purposes in the Navy is not the type of ship that you
need for commercial purposes; and the contention is not dis-
guised, yea, it is vociferously urged on this floor, that what we
really want in respect to this matter is ships for commercial
purposes.

Mr. SUTHERLAND, That is what the bill says.

Mr. HARDWICK. The bill says that, as my friend from
Utah suggests.

Now, one other thought. If this bill is to provide ships for
the real purpose of giving us an auxiliary for the American
Navy, and that is not a mere subterfuge, a mere incident, why
is that in no draft of the bill? During the many different reve-
lations that we have had on this great question nobody has pro-
posed that the Secretary of the Navy or anyone representing
that department of the Government shall have a voice in the
matter or representation on this board, with a view to de-
termining that ships of a character suitable for naval purposes
ghall be either purchased or built under the operation of this
measure.

Can the pending bill rest on the power to regulate interstate
and foreign commerce? I not only doubt that proposition, but
I flatly deny it. The power to regulate either interstate or for-
eign commerce does not include in it the power to engage in
such commerce. I do not care to argue that proposition further
than to state it. It seems to me like a construction that con-
tends because the Constitution of the United States authorizes
the Congress of the United States to regulate commerce between
the several States and with Indian tribes and among foreign
nations, therefore it authorizes the Government of the United
States to go into the business on its own hook and for itself in
those kinds of commerce, is far-fetched and untenable.

If that be sound, then I ask my Democratic friends what
becomes of your doctrine of a government of limited powers,
of a government of constitutional limitations? The commerce
clause of the Constitution already is the vehicle of almost every
encroachment of Federal power upon the reserved rights of the
States of this great Republic, and if you are going to give it
that construction both as to the interstate-commerce clause and
the foreign-commerce clause you had just as well wipe out your
State lines and abandon your dual system of government and
forswear all allegiance to the principles of local self-govern-
ment that you have prated about for generations.

Mr. President, there is another kind and character of cases
in which the caucus resolution itself expressly provides for
exemption from ils operation. Senators who can bring them-
selves within its terms are bound on all questions except those
involving a construction of the Constitution or upon which a
Senator has made pledges to his constituents.

Speaking for myself alone, I fling it back into the very teeth
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxe] that his denunciation
of my conduct is as unjust and unjustifiable a proceeding as
was ever heard upon this floor as between two Senators who
belong to the same party, or even to different parties, for that
matter. " In the campaign that I made in the State of Georgia
for the Democratic nomination for the Senate, which finally, of
course, resulted in my election to this body, I pledged to the
people of Georgia in almost every one of about 200 speeches
which I made in that great Commonwealth—I stated to them
rather, because I did not put it in the form of a pledge—my
unalterable opposition to any form, kind, shape, or fashion of
Government ownership ot transportation facilities.

It is true this shipping bill was not mentioned because, as
far as I know, it was not pending then. It certainly was not
being generally discussed then. Nobody in Georgia at least was
considering it. I got into that position because one of the
distinguished and able gentlemen who were my competitors for
that nomination insisted that I occupied a reactionary position,
because I had been unwilling to agree to an extension of the
weight limit and of the distance zone of the Parcel Post System.
I met that attack by stating frankly that I had been opposed
even to going as far as we had gone, that I would not under
any circumstances go one inch farther in that direction. be-
cause if we were to go into the business of transporting freight
for hire it meant necessarily and inevitably the Government
-ownership and operation of transportation facilities which must

carry that freight. To that form of government activity I
avowed in almost every county of my beloved Commonwenalth
my unalterable opposition.

Now, I appeal to my colleagues who have been inclined to
criticize my conduct, while I am new in the service here, I can
accept no man's judgment upon what my position shall be, but
I want them to consider the position in which I find myself. I
had rather be a Senator of the United States from the great
State of Georgia for three weeks, my own man, and voting my
own convictions, than to be here for three decades somebody
else’s man and volcing somebody else’s convictions,

What am I to do? What ought I to have done? Could I tell
the people of Georgia in the very campaign that resulted in my
election that I was opposed to this form of governmental activity
and then embrace it before the echoes of the campaign have
died away? I can not. I will not. No 38 men, no 38,000,000
men can make me do it; and if I understand the genius of
democratic institutions and the rules of the Democratic Party
in this House and in the other House, too, there is no rule of
any caucus that attempts to do it.

Mr. President, it is also true, for the purpose of enabling any
gentleman who wants to criticize me here or elsewhere to have
his full and fair oportunity to do so. I say now in that same
campaign in Georgia I did proclaim in a general way my devo-
tion to the great Democrat who sits in the White House at
present. And let me pause right here long enough to say that
while I differ from him on this guestion honestly and con-
scientiously, because I am bound to do it as a matter of con-
science unless I stultify my own mentality, yet I regard him
as the greatest Democrat who has ever lived in this land since
the days of Thomas Jefferson. He is not perfeet; he is not in-
fallible. I do not think Jefferson was that; no mortal man has
ever been. I simply can not agree with him about this question,
because my judgment, my mind, and my conscience do not lead
me in the same way that this bill leads.

In a general way the people of Georgia understood that I
hoped to have the privilege and pleasure of supporting that
great Democrat in this administration. So I shall, but not upon
a matter about which my express and explicit declaration is
expressly and explicitly to the contrary.

Furthermore, I took occasion in that contest—and then I will
pass from these localisms; they can not entertain the Senate,
and they weary me; I simply do it in order that I may state
my own case as briefly as may be—I took occasion in that cam-
paign to say, while expressing my admiration for this great
Democrat, of the great work he had helped us to do here, that
on certain questions I had already disagreed with President
Wilson, and one question particularly that I proposed never to
allow a certain thing he was suspected of wanting to do to be
done in this Chamber, unless the rules of the Senate were
changed or I was carried from this floor feet foremost first.
So any fair construction of friend or foe in my own State or
elsewhere can not mean that I was pledged to slavish agreement
with the President of the United States or with anybody else.
I would nbt willingly serve here a single day on such degrad-
ing terms.

Now, Mr. President, passing on to certain other general mat-
ters connected with this matter, there are one or two more
exceptions from the operations of this eaucus rule that, while
they are not expressed, are, in my judgment, necessarily and un-
avoidably implied. First of all, I do not think that any one of
my Democratic brethren would contend, and certainly if they
did so contend I know that no considerable body of men any-
where in this Republic would sustain them in that contention,
that the caucus can or would undertake to bind men in matters
of conscience, to bind men to do things that they themselves
honestly believed were wrong. I do not think it has ever under-
taken to do that, and I do not believe any member of it would
contend that it possessed such an authority.

Furthermore, I lay down the proposition as sound for my own
party and sound for any party, and as sound for the Republie
and as absolutely necessary for the independence and dignity
and power of this great body, that there is one other exception
to this rule that all parties must observe unless they want to
get into trouble just like the present one. And what is that?
By mere caucus dictum, by mere caucus action, no party ought
to attempt to make a matter that is not declared party policy or
principle a party matter. Whenever it is undertaken, woe for
that party that makes the effort te do it, unless its virility is
gone, unless the fires of independence have died out of the heart
of its sons.

And yet that very course has been adopted here in respect to
this matter. Pardon me in this connection if I venture to bring
to my support on that great question the recent conduect and
the recent words of the distinguished President of the United
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States. Only a day or so ago he found occasion to disagree
with more than two-thirds of his associates in this body and
with almost two-thirds of his Democratic associates at the other
end of the Capitol. It was about a matter that there was no
Demoeratie platform declaration—upon the literacy test of the
immigration bill, President Wilson used this language:

If the people of this eonutr{ have made ng their minds to limit the
pumber of immigrants by arbitrary tests and so reverse the policy of
all the generations of Amerleans that have gone before them, it is thelr
right to do so. I am their servant and have no license to stand in their
wiay. DBut I do not believe that the‘vl have, I respectfully submif that
no one can quote their mandate to that elfect. Has any political party
over avowed a policy of restriction in this fundamental matter, o
to the country on It, and been commissioned to control its leglsiation?
Does this bill rest upon the conscious and universal assent and desire
of the American people? I doubt it. It is becanse I doubt it that I
make bold to dissent from it,

Gentlemen, I am on the other side of that question from the
President of the United States, and, by the way, I so stated in
my campaign, and yet, while I should willingly have voted to
have overriden that veto if I had had the opportunity, I have
not in my heart or head the slightest criticism for the manly
way in which the President has exercised his undoubted right
and has discharged his duty as he sees it.

But it is to be observed In this connection, first, that the
President of the United States takes to himself the right to
differ from a vast majority of his party associates and col-
lengues in the two Houses of Congress upon a matter, because
it is not a matter of declared party policy or prineciple.

Second. That the Presldent of the United States exerclses
an undoubted right—and his bold exercise of it is one of the
things that makes him a great man—and exercises his own
mental independence to dissent from his colleagues on this im-
migration bill. All right. But I want to inquire of the Ameri-
can people and of the American Senate, Ilas the day yet ar-
rived when a Senator of the United States has less right to in-
dependence abount legislation that he must vote upon than the
President has about vetolng it? Must a Senator be constrained
on a matter that is not a matter of declared party policy and
principle when the Presldent refuses to be so constrained? Must
the “ teamwork " be all on one side, or is the “teamwork™ to
be reciprocal?

Senators, I do not believe that the President of the United
Htates has any desire to be autoeratic. I could not have hon-
estly and truthfully said of him what I said just now, that I
regard him as the greatest Democrat since Thomas Jefferson, if
I thought that or if I believed that. In the past I have had
occasion to differ from him vitally on important questions.
Never yet have I seen him either intolerant or unjust. Sorely,
Senators, we have not a Democratic Presldent in the White
House to-day who claims to exercise for himself rights that he
undertakes or that his friends undertake to deny to Senators of
tha Unlited States who belong to his own party.

This shipping bill is not a matter of declared party precedent
or policy according to the tenets of Democratic faith, and I
believe I can demonsirate that. It contradicts every declara-
tion of Democratic faith on the subject in many years. If so,
I wish to ask what 40 men in this body or In all this American
Republic who are for it, or 40,000, for that matter, ean bind
Democrats to vote for it? If we had a solemn conference or
a cancus—I do not care which—ovyer the tariff question, and
some Democratic Senator formally and eloguently presented a
resolution that the Committee on Finance of the Senate be in-
structed to construct a tariff bill along protective-tariff lines
it would not be binding on me—not for one-half a second. I
will suggest that. You can not bind me to do that sort of thing.
Of course it would not be done, but I am Hlustrating and taking
an extreme case to illustrate with.

I want, first, to read from the national platform of the Demo-
cratic Party of 1880. We made this declaration on the shipping
question then:

Free ships and a living chance for American commerce on the seas
and on the land.

Our record, then declared and published to the world, was
for free ships; the removal of tariff duties so that ships might
be built on American soll by American builders as cheaply as
they could be built on foreign soil by foreign builders.

Again, In 1884 the Democratic Party made this declaration;
it is more of an oration at that time, it happens, in regard to
the matter, but I will read it, because it sounds good to me:

Under a long period of Democratic rule and policy our merchant
marine was fast overtaking and on the dw:lnt of outs: pglng that of
Great Dritain. Under 20 gears of Republiean rule and polley our com-
merce has been left to DBritish bottoms‘e and the American flag has
almost been swept off the high seas. Instead of the Republican Party's
British ]mllcr. we demand for the people of the United States an Amer-
ifean policy. Under Democratic rule policy our merchants and

port, successfully searched
merican industry; under a

i
gallors, flylng the Stars and Stripes In ever
out a market for the varied products of

?uar!er of a century of Republican rule and
est advantage over all other natioms in h
climate, and teeming solls; desplte freedom o
United States; despite their population by the foremost races of men,
and an annual immigration of the young, thrifty, and adventurous of
all natlons; despite our freedom here from the Inherited burdens of
life and industry in the Old World monarchics, their costly war navies,
their vast tax-consuming, nonproducing stand[ng armles ; desplte 20
years of peace—that Hepublican rule and policy have managed to sur-
render to Great Britain, along with our commerce, the control of the
markets of the world, Instead of the Republican Party's British pollicy,
we demand, In behbalf of the Amerlean mocracy, an American policy.
Instead of the Republican I'arty's discredited scheme and false pretense
of friendship for American labor, expressed by im mln?' taxes, we
demand in behalf of the Democracy freedom for American labor, by re-
dueing taxes, to the end that these United States mar eompete with un-
hindered powers for the primacy among natlons In all the arts of peace
and fruits of liberty.

So your party declaration went in the year of grace 1884,
when we first elected Grover Cleveland, the first Democratic
President after the Civil War. In 1888, in 1802, in 1896, and
in 1900 there seemed to have been no declarations of any party
policy or principle in regard to this matter; buf beginning with
the year 1904, when Judge Parker, of New York, was our candi-
date for President, we find this subject again recurring in Demo-
cratic platforms. I read next, Mr. President, from the Demo-
cratic platform of the year 1904. In that year we said this:

We favor the upbullding of a. merchant marine without new or nddl-
m burdens upon the people and without bounties from the Public

ry.

In 1908 we repeated that language, except that we said “ we
believe in " instead of saying “ we favor.”

In 1912—the last campaign, the one which resulted in Dresi-
dent Wilson’s election—we used this language:

We belleve In fosterlng, by constitutional regulatliom—

Were those words put there for nothing? It secems to me as
though in this present moment and in its full light they have &
significant and powerful meaning.

MERCIIANT MARINE.
constitutional regulation of commerce, the
of a merchant marine, which shall develop and strengthen tho
commercial tles which bhind us to our sister Republics of the south,
but without imposing additional burdens upon the people and without
bounties or subsidies from the Public Treasury.

Al, Senators, I told you just now that, as I regarded my own
cireumstances, I was pledged specifically to the people of Geor-
gla against Government ownership of almost every kind. I tell
you now that, in my honest judgment, taking this platform as
it is wriften and glving it a thorough and just construction,
every Democratic Senator who has been elected since its adop-
tlon or who concurred in its sentiments in the campaign in which
it was promulgated is likewise bound not to support any propo-
sition to build an Amerlcan merchant marine by bounties or
out of the Publle Treasury. And yet the pending bill proposes
to build these ships entirely out of the Public Treasury and at
the expense of the taxpayers. And yet some of our colleagues
say that we who favor recommittal are recreant to Democratic
faith because we do not take their judgment in this matter,
which is either not a declared matter of party principle or
policy, or, so far as we can fairly and reasonably Judge from
what has been declared, Is in the teeth of every platform that
the national Democracy of this great Republic bas ever written.
Instead of being the “new freedom” it is the “mnew depar-
ture,” and for one I am unwilling to take it.

Senators, in the beginning—and I have enough faith and
confidence in the President to believe it is so even yet—the
President occupied a position on this particular measuye that
was not Iincompatible with the ancient Democratie faith nor
with the declared principles and policies of our party on this
great question. In the beginning President Wilson insisted—
and, so far as I now know or have a right to say, he still
insists, in spite of the action of this body or of any Democratic
conference of this body—that this was to be a temporary meas-
ure. I can prove that to you not only from the address that
he made to the Congress of the United States when Congress
assembled in December last, but also from the recent speech
that he made in the city of Indianapolis on the Sth day of
last January.

Referring to this bill, which was then pending in the ITouse
of Representatives, not yet incubated In this august body, the
President of the United States used this language on the Sth
day of December last, when he addressed the two Houses of
Congress in joint session assembled:

Hence the pending shipping bill, discussed at the last session but
as yet—

And I emphasize the words “ as yet "—

nelther House. In d t such legislation is Impera<
l’f‘&ﬁ?n&m aned can not wlsarlr;,bjeu mt?:mo?. Tl‘:!g Government ?:ﬂ.lt
open these gates of trade, and open them wide.

Senators, if you will pardon me an aside for just a moment,
the “gates of trade” to which the President referred on thae

olicy—despite our manl-
h-paid labor, favorable
trade among all these

We belleve In fostering, b,
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8th of December were the “ gates of trade” between this conn-
try and Seuth America. Now, it seems that for political reasons
it is contended in this body that the “ gates of trade” which
it Is desired to open are those between this country and Europe,
in order to ship our cotton ond grain and products of that
kind, so as to put the impelling force of the people who think
they will get something out of it behind this measure.

The Government muost open these gates of trade, and open them wlide;
open them before It is nltogether profitable to open them, or altogother
reasonable to ask private capltal to open them at a venture, It Is
not a question of the Government monopolizing the field. It should
take actlon to make It certaln that transportation at reasonable rates

will be promptly provided, even where the carriage is not at first
profitable—

Now, mark this language, Senators, particularly—

and then, when the carriage has become sufficiently profitable to attract
and engage private capital, and engage it In abundance, the Government
ought to withdraw,

Showing that the great President of the United States him-
self recognized the soundness of the Democratic position I have
taken to-day on this floor and that has been enunciated in
many pational declarations of our party, and was urging this
48 a temporary war measure to meet an abnormal situation for
a b}'ief period of time until normal conditions should return.

Not only that, but in his speech at Indianapolis, delivered on
the Sth day of January, the anniversary of Jackson's victory at
New Orleans, in discussing the shipping bill, the President of the
United States used these words to his audience:

Do you know, gentlemen, that the ocean freight rates have gone up In
some Instances to ten times their ordinary figure, and that the farmers
of the United States—those who raise grain and those who raise cotton,
these things that are nbuoluteli necessary to the world as well as to
oarselves—can not get any profit out of the great prices that they are
willing to pnf' for these things on the other side of the sea because the
whole profit Is eaten up by the extortionate charges for ocean carriage?
In the midst of this the De
relief in a ehipping blll.

Senators, I have the shipping bill before me, the last substi-
tute offered on this floor by the distinguished and able Senator
from Florida [Mr. Frercuer], and I defy any Senator in
charge of this bill, or any other Senator on this floor—and I
gladly invite interruption on this point—to show me anything
in it which makes this a temporary measure by its terms as
written. On the contrary, I want to read you some provisions
to indicate that, so far as this bill is concerned, it is a perma-
nent departure that we are engaged in if we vote for this bill
in its present form and shape. I read now from the last sub-
stitute presented by the Senator from Florida:

BEc, 7. That, with the approval of the Congress, such shipping board
gltayt;t any time sell the s?oe:k of such corporation owned by the United
ates,

mocrats propose a temporary measure of

In other words, until Congress passes a law repealing this
measure, it is to remain in force forever and ever, and unless
Congress at some future date does pass a law repealing this
mesgsure, then it is to be of full force and effect forever and a
day. Again:

8re. 10. That the shipping board shall make to Congress, at the be-
ginning of each regular sesslon, a report—

And so forth.

Ah, gentlemen, the President of the United States, recognizing
the true and anclient Democratic faith, but insisting that a
great emergency had arisen in which normal rules could not be
applied and normal principles could not be strictly adhered to,
asks you to give fo the people of this country a temporary
measure to meeét a great war emergency., Yet you have given
us a bill that, so far as the law itself is concerned, is perma-
nent and perpetual In its operation and is in conilict with every
tenet of Democratic faith from Jefferson’s day to this. You
did not do it in the way and put it on the ground that the Presi-
dent of the United States insisted upon—that it was a great
war cmergency measure to meet an abnormal condition, an
enterprise which was to be abandoned as soon as the normality
of the situation counld be restored.

So I say that as this bill now stands it is not In accordance
with what the President of the United States recommended and
urged upon the Congress of the United States or upon the people
of the United States; it is not in anccordance with Demoecratic
faith, and we can not justify it upon that basis; and men who
feel as 1 do, and who are pledged as I am, and who entertain
tlie convictions of a lifetime as I do on this subject, can not and
will not do it; that is all.

Not only that, but to make it worse, piling Pelion upon Ossa
in this matter, I propose to show now that this Democratic
caucus that denounces seven of us for standing true to the faith
of the fathers and standing even by the President himself upon
the proposition of whether or not this measure shall be tem-
porary, voted down a proposition caleulated and intended to
make this measure a temporary one. It was when I learned of

that action, when I saw that purpose written into words and
expressed in the bill, and heard that they had denied the propo-
sition that this measure should be made temporary in its charac-
ter and In its duration, I made up my mind that, as a Demo-
crat who had been nurtured In the school of the ancient falth
and as a man who had made the pledges and declarations to
his constituency that I have made, I could not, without self-
stultifieation, support the bill in such a form, permanent and
epoch making instead of temporary.

I trust I will not be considered as having referred improperly
to conference secrets or caucus secrets when I mention the fact
that my own distinguished colleague from Georgia [Mr. Syt
offered this proposition. It was overwhelmingly voted down. I
got the information from the press, for, becanse I long had
feared that this bill might evelve from that eaucus in such a
shape that I could not support it, I had not felt at liberty to
continue to attend a conference whose work I might not be able
to uphold. My colleague, however, offered this amendment, and
If I may judge from the public press and from the references
made to It here on the floor by Democratic Senators and one
Republican Senator, it was overwhelmingly defeated.

I have a great many doubts on the practical and business
aspects of this question, but I say frankly that they are not
such doubts as would cause me, standing alone and by them-
selves, except on possibly one question, to venture to dissent at
so early a period in my service from the judgment of a vast
majority of my colleagues; and yet, when added to the other
objections that I have, they may have to some extent influenced
my Judgment and position about this matter,

If I support this bill at all—and I should like to do It if the
necessity for it is ns great as Is contended, and I should like to
do it in order to live and dwell in harmony, so far as my con-
vietions will permit me, with my party associates here and
elsewhere—it has to be a temporary measure; and if it is a
temporary measure, if that is what it means, If we are standing
on President Wilson’s message to the Congress on this subject
or on his Indianapolis speech, either or both, let me ask, Is it a
practical propoesition as a temporary question?

If we pass this bill we have got either to bulld these ships
or to buy them. If we buy them, unless we are going to pay
extortionate prices, where will we get them except from the
belligerent powers? I have no doubt that we could make fairly
reasonable trades for these interned German vessels; but, for
one, I must confess that I would never, under present circum-
stances, vote to give to any shipping board on this sarth a power
that might involve us in grave international troubles and that
might lead vs into the most ruinous war that we have ever had.

Sometimes I think, when I look at the desolate condition of
the South, that about the only blessing we have left down there
at the present moment is peace; and I am not going to sur-
render its safeguarding to any board on this earth, whether
made np of Cabinet officers or otherwise. I am not going by my
vote to give them the chance or the possibility to do some-
thing which I believe, In all probability, will lead us into in-
ternational complications so grave as to precipitate o great war
upon this country.

Well, if we are not going to buy the German ships, the-in-
terned vessels—and that seems to be pretty generally conceded
now—where are we golng to buy them? If the freight rates
are ns high as the proponcnts of this bill Insist when they urge
it, the proposition on which they started on December 8 of last
Year is unsound, because private capital is then reaping the
richest harvest it has ever reaped sgince the beginning of time
in this sort of venture; and If that be true, what man with a
ship that can make its value on almost every voyage it takes
will sell it unless he gets a value proportionate to the profits
he would now make if he retains it? Therefore, unless the
Government is to buy either a war or a gold brick, 1t will buy
no ships.

How, then, are we to get them? Of course there is one other
way to get them. We might build them. I made some inves-
tigation of that subject. The contentions vary as to the length
of time it will take to build ships. I will take a 7,500-ton ship
a8 a standard. The contentions as to how long It would take to
bulld such a ship vary from 6 months, a8 suggested by the Sen-
ator from Florida [Mr. Frercrer], to about 18 months, if my
memory serves me correctly, as suggested by the Senator from
Ohlo [Mr. Burtox]. If the truth lés between these two ex-
tremes, as it usually does, and is somewhere or other about half-
way between them, it would take probably about 12 months at
least to construct these ships and get them ready to operate, and
by that time, in all human probability, I belleve—I hops, at
least—this great war will be over, and then, before you can get
this temporary expedient rigged up, the necessity for it will
pass.
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Mr. President, there have been various statements made, with
more or less temper and acerbity, about the conduct and posi-
tion of myself and other Senators who have ventured, have
dured, on this guestion to stand squarely, four-footed on our own
feet and do what we thought was right. We have been assailed
in and out of this Chamber by men who ought to have more
self-respect than to condemn us for venturing to have a soul
that each of us calls his own. Ah, Senators, think on what
slender ground this condemnation, this judgment of conduct,
rests. All that we have done in this matter so far is to say
that we think this bill onght to be recommitted. We have no
agreement, no understanding, no sort of contract, express or
implied, with anybody on this earth except to recommit this bill
to the Committee on Commerce,

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yleld to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. HARDWICK. I do; yes.

Mr. THOMAS, If it will not interrupt the Senator, I should
like to ask him a question.

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all.

Mr. THOMAS, Does the Senator believe, if this bill is recom-
mitted, that there is any probability whatever of its being re-
ported back to the Senate during this session?

Mr., HARDWICK. I will answer the Senator frankly. Of
course he understands that I answer absolutely and only for
myself.

Mr. THOMAS, Certainly.

Mr. HARDWICK. I ecan answer for no one except myself.
I can tell the Senator what I know, so far as I am concerned,
and what I belleve—that If this bill is recommitted to the
Committee on Commerce and the Committee on Commerce
amends it, as I believe it will amend it, sp as to make the
measure a temporary measure to meet a great and abnormal
wiar situation, as the President recommended and urged, and
so that it contains also a provision that no shipping board
shall be allowed to purchase interned ships withount the consent
of the opposite belligerent powers, so that we may not involve
this country in a war, then I believe the bill will be promptly
re-reported and, as far as I am concerned, will be passed.
With these amendments I could support it.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
further yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. HARDWICK. I yield, of course.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator says that if the Dbill is reported
back and if certain amendments are made he believes it will
be passed. He, of course, is more famillar than I with the
purposes of those members of the Committee on Commerce
with whom——

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the Senator pardon me for just a
moment? Let me interrupt the Senator, I notice that the
public press of New York contains a statement substantially
like that from the jonior Senator from New York [Mr. O'Gogr-
amax], who entertains practically the views that I do on this
question. I mention that merely as corroborating the answer
I have given.

Mr. THOMAS. Can the Senator inform us, upon the assump-
tion that the bill will be amended and reported back, why the
Republican minority has taken this method of getting rid of
the bill?

Mr. HARDWICK. I will ask the Senator, in answer to that
guestion,  to inform me why certain Republican Senators are
reported to have entered infc a compact with the majority in
order to amend a so-called Democratie bill?

AMfr, THOMAS, Mr. President, I will answer that question,
g0 far ans I can, by saying that I do not know that this is the
situation.

Mr. HARDWICK. I will ask the Senator another question,
then. Does the Senator kmow whether the Democratic ecaucus
appointed a committee of Senators to see how many Republican
votes they eould secure for this bill by making concessions to
Hepublicans?

Mr, THHOMAS. Mr. President, I will be equally frank. A
committee was appointe? such as the Senator mentions——

My, HARDWICK. For that purpose?

Mr. THOMAS, To confer with Senators upon the other side
whose objections to this blll were said not to be fundamental
except as It 1s now framed, but who would be perfectly satisfied
with a bill contalning some modifications, and whose opinions
have never been concealed, but have been openly expressed by
one of them at least upon this floor, a sitnation made necessary
by the present attitnde of the Senator and his associates.

Mr. HARDWICOK. Very well. The Senator and I understand
each other very well, and I think the Senate and the country

mnderstand the situation, There are certain Democrats here
who are not willing to vote for this bill without amendient and
are not going to do it, and there is not enough power in the
United States to make them do it.

Mr, THOMAS, Mr. Iresident

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
further yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. HARDWICK. I do.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not doubt the word of the Senator, be-
cause he has stated his position very clearly and very posi-
tively several times—that he does not intend to and will not
vote for the measure.

Mr. HARDWICK. As now framed, if the Senator will par-
don me.

Mr. THOMAS. As now framed. It is that circumstance
which has made it necessary to meet and appoint committees to
gee what, under the clrcumstances, can be done with other
Senators, and which ‘I hope will be done, for the purpose of
making this bill effectual.

Mr. HARDWICK. Of course, Mr. President, I can under-
stand full well why the Senator from Colorado feels that way.
I have the highest public and private regard for the Senator,
and yet, from his speech yesterday, I find myself as far away
from him as the South Pole is from the North Pole. The
Senator avowed that he was fast becoming a convert to this
new idea of Government ownership; that he at first looked npon
it with alarm, then with complacency, and was now about to
embrace it.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgla
further yleld to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. HARDWICK. I do.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator is always frank, and I have no
doubt about the positiveness of his convictions. It Is true that
upon this and perhaps some other matters of public concern we
are wide asunder. The fact is equally true over there.

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes, sir.

Mr. THOMAS. It simply shows that party organizations at
present are held together by the force of party tradition. It
simply means that public opinion and party organizations are
in flux. I trust the time will soon come when the forces of
political gravitation will bring about an alignment which sooner
or later is inevitable, gince dlvergence of opinion petween the
units of parties as they are now organized necessarily means
difference, and difference means party dissension. These con-
ditions will bring about a new alignment, and then of course
these situations can be met and disposed of, as they should be,
by men working in harmony who are now divided by party
names.

Mr. HARDWICK. The observation of the Senator from Colo-
rado but confirms the argument I made at an earlier stage of
this address against the senseless and futlle attempt to make a
party question of a matter that is not a party guestion, and
about which men in the same party entertain honest and deep-
seated and fundamental differences of opinion.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President——

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
further yleld to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. HARDWICK. I do.

Mr. THOMAS. If there is a single question of national im-
portance upon which Republicans, so called, or Democrats, so
called, are a unit, I do not know what it is. We are on this
gide of the Chamber because we call ourselves Democrats.
Senators on the other side of the Chamber are there because
they call themselves Republicans. I venture the assertion that
there is not, and for the past 10 years has not been, a guestion
of overshadowing public importance upon which the members
of these two great organizations have been a unift upon either
side of it.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr, President, I want to submit now for
the consideration of my distinguished friend from Colorado, and
of certnin other Senators on this side who have busied them-
selves about this matter, this question: Why are you so willing
to trade, even on the contents of the measure itself, with Re-
publicans rather than with your own associates, who are de-
manding no more of you than the President of the United States
requested of us all?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, without conceding the last re-
mark to be correct, we are doing so because of the position
which the Senator has announced so positively, that we can
not under any circumstances longer agree upon our swn side of
the Chamber, and in his own case I meet the question by re-
peating it and ask whether it was not necessary for the Senator
to make the arrangements they evidently have made with the
other side because of his objections?
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Mr. HARDWICK. I will answer that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar-
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
which will be stated.

The SecreTAsY. A bill (8. 0850) to aunthorize the United
States, acting through a shipping board, to subscribe to the
capital stock of a corporation, fo be organized under the Iaws
of the United States or of a State thereof or of the District of
Columbia, to purchase, construct, equip, maintain, and operate
merchant vessels in the foreign trade of the United States, and
for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgla will
continue.

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, in the subsequent part of my re-
marks I wish to refer agnin to the difference between my friend
from Colorado and myself. To the charge, certainly as far as
I am concerned, that I have bolted the Democratic Party, I
answer that it is untrue.

Mr. THOMAS, NMr. President, I have not made that charge.

Mr. HARDWICK. Not expressly. I am not alluding to the
Senator from Colorado.

Mr, THOMAS, I should very greatly deplore the fact if it
were true.

Mr. HARDWICK. The Senator knows it 1s not true. It is
untruoe. Under the express rules of the caucus itself, I have
not been bound to support this measure from the beginning, but
the charge that we Jid not advise Democrats on this side whom
we knew were opposed to this motion to recommit of the fact
that it was about to be made, I answer that it is manifestly
foolish to expect sensible, practical men who want to adopt a
motion to recommit or any other parllamentary motion in any
legislative body to go to the enemies of the particnlar proposi-
tion they have in mind for support when they know in advance
that they ean not get it under any circumstances. The Senafor
knows, of course, full well, as all his associates do, that in the
Democratic caucns we made repeated dem:-nds and repeated
pleas for these things that we now ask publicly before the Sen-
ate and before the people of the United States.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lea of Tennessee in the
chair). Does the Senator from Georgla yield to the Senator
from Maryland?

Mr. HARDWICKE. I yleld to the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I was present at the Democratic cau-
ens all the time the Senator was there, and I do not recall that
the Senator made any repeated demands or repeated appeals or
repeated arguments along the line he now presents.

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator from Maryland will do me
the honor to read in the Recorp in the morning my exact lan-
gunge, he will see that I did not claim I did it myself. Being
n young and modest member of the caucus and of the Senate,
I left most of the talking to others. But I want to say this
to the Senator: I stayed in the eaucus until I became convineed
that it was no longer a free conference, such as Demoerats have
been holding in this body for, lo, these many years, and that an
attempt to gag and bind me was agalnst my convictions. I
dizcoverad yon were not going to follow the path your Presi-
dent and mine had pointed out to both of us, and that you
were going to make this measure permanent Instead of tem-
porary, 48 he had urged. I stayed in caucus until I became con-
vineed that if I should support the measure as the caueus pro-
posed and framed it I would stultify my mentality in the
matter and violate my pledges to my own constituency.

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask the Senator if he gave to his
associntes knowledge of the fact that he was going to leave the
cancns?

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will pardon me, I am just
about to come to that very point. The Senator's interruption
is timely. When I discovered svhat the situation was and what
the resnit of this conference in all probabllity would be I con-
ferred with my distinguished colleague from my own State,
advising him of my convietion and of my views, and I requested
him to inform the caucus—and I have been informed since that
he informed the ecauncus—of my position and state that the
measgure a8 originally framed would not, unless amended, receive
nmiy support, owing to the pledges I had made to my own con-
stituency.

Now, referring once more to the charge, disingenious and in-
sincere, of secret dealing, of consplracy, if you please, that the
distingnished diplomatic and wise Senator from Missouri [Mr,
StoNE]—I am sorry he is not bere—ventured to make on this
floor against certain of his Democratic associates; if we con-
ferred with certain Republican Members of this body to find
out whether or not they intended to support this motion if
made, we did so, as I sald just now, without committing our-

selves to the defeat of this bill In any form, without committing

ourselves to vote for or against any amendment. If we conferred,

we had a distingunished example. We had distingnished com- |
pany. Before this time Senators in this Chamber and the Chlef

Executives of both parties have not hesitated to confer swith

Senators of the opposite party about varions legislative matters, ]
In this partienlar matter the Senate Democratic conference
appointed a committee of three, if I may believe the publie |
press, to confer with Republican Senators. A committee of |
three, consisting of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MagTIN], |
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercmer], and the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr, Srmmons], were appointed to confer. |
To confer with whom? To confer with their Democratic as-
sociates who had troubles about the bill in its present form,

but might be able to support it if concessions were made to |
them? Not primarily, at least, but to confer with certain dis-
tinguished Senators on the other side of the aisle, to go to them |
with hands up and say, *“ Help us, Cassius, or we sink. What |
do you want? What do you demand? What is your price? We |
will let Republican Senators really write this bill rather than
to concede to our own collengues, who bmse their stand on|
Democratic principles and Democratic doetrine as old as the '
fathers of this Republic.” You conferred with them. You did]
this because we, forsooth, did not like the way they acted about 1
this matter, becanse we found Democratic prineiple and prece-§
dent set at naught. We were ignored, and they said, * We will’
go to the Rlepublicans and let them write this bill.” '

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— P

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgla
yield to the Senator from Colorado? '

Mr. HARDWICK. I do, with pleasure.

Mr, THOMAS. T think it only fair that the Senator should
state that the committee to which he has just referred was in-
structed first to confer with him and his associates. |

Mr. HARDWICK. I thought it was the other way. I am
glad the Senator has advised me to the contrary.

Mr. THOMAS., And we consented to an adjournment of 24;
hourg at the request of the President pro tempore of the Senate'
for that purpose, but our intended negotintions, ag we feared,
proved abortive. ; |

Mr, HARDWICK. Tf it will not embarrass the Senator and,
he will not object, let me ask him this question: Were the snmég]
Senators who were instructed to confer with these Senators
algo instructed to confer with the Repnblicans?

Mr. THOMAS. Ob, yes, Mr. President. We apprehended, ng

| the sitnation afterwards proved, that the attempt which the'

Senator snys we should have made would prove, as it did prove,”
di=appointing.

Mr. HARDWICE. It was the very reverse, with all deference
to my friend.

Mr. THOMAS. T do not think I am mistaken. If T am, I
stand corrected.

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not mean to question the fact, but I
am simply stating what I heard. The very reverse, as I under-'
stand it, is the true situation. On the question of appointing!
the same committee at one and the same time to confer about;
the bill reaching this way and that way I will not characterize
it. It was not very respectful nor appropriate. .

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— '

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield further to the Senator from, Colorado?

Mr, HARDWICK. I do. i

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator and his assoclates had only
let us know in advance that his idea of the ceremony to be ob-
served would have been the appointment of two separate com-
mittees, then we would have done it in the caueus. If that is
the objection which ecaused them to refuse to accede to our
request, we will appoint a separate committee now. |

Mr. HARDWICK. Oh, no. That is a mere matter of taste.
De gustibus non est disputandum. There I8 nothing further to
say about it.

But the propesition that we declined to consider anything I
can not allow to go unchallenged. What we did do was this:
We asked the committee to agree to the motion to recommit,
and further we explained the views we had and the amend-
ments we would like to have made. We discussed that with
our associates with candor and with some fullness.

Mr. THOMAS. I think that is correct, Mr. President. Thera
is no difference between uns.

Mr, HARDWICK. All right.
together on one point.

Mr. THOMAS, We are together on that proposition, but if
the Senator will pardon me——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
¥yield further?

I am glad we are at last
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Mr. HARDWICK. I do.

Mr. THOMAS. If they had informed the committee that they
had committed themselves and were in honor bound to vote to
recommit this bill, as we would know full well that that meant
to setile it for all time, so far as this session was concerned, we
necessarily wonld have had to accept it as a finality. I am
here to say, Mr. President, that I belleve if this bill is recom-
mitted without positive and mandatory instructions to re-
report it, it ie *“ as dead as Cewesar ™ at this gession of Congress.

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to say to the Senator when he
mnkes that statement he takes a great deal upon himself.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, it is my belief, and I will
assume all the responsibility.

Mr. HARDWICK, It is an awful responsibility for n Member
of this body to take about the conduct of his associates with
which he is not informed.

Mr. THOMAS. I said that was the assumption made in con-
sequence of negotiations ended, and also that it is my belief
and my convictlon that the recommittal of the bill means its
death, in so far ns this session is concerned.

Mr. HARDWICK. That any bill will pass st all at this ses-
slon is n matter of great doubt under these rules nnd with
vigorous and determined opposition to a measure of this kind.
At this present session of Congress the Senator knows as well
as I do that it Is almost beyond our power to pass sueh n mens-
ure unless we were harmoniously united on n certain proposi-
tion, and even then it is dounbtful.

But what T do say to the Senator, and what I do not want
him to get wrong, is this, that it 1s possible that this bill might
be amended so as to meet some of the most serious objections
of Senators on this side so that we all might have a chance
to agree on it and to see that a united Democratie, or practi-
eally a solid Democratie, support should be given to it.

Mr. President, T had intended, before I discovered how much
time I was consuming, to make some few references to some of the
gentle and diplomatic statements of my two friends, the dlstin-
gulshed Senators from Missourl. The junior Senator from Mis-
sourl [Mr, Reen] Is one of my warmest personal friends in this
body. He is one of the gentlemen who made me welcome In it,
and he has done all lie could in a personal way to make my
short stay in this body plensant. So far as the junior Senator
from Missourl, whom personally I like very much, undertook
to rend us a lecture about the “poor old SBhipping Trust," of
conrse he did not mean to do 1t; he was speaking opon the spur
of the moment and in excitement when he intimated that this
Shipping Trust had somebody by the throat. If the Senator
meant to apply that to any one of his colleagues on this side,
elther he or the Senator in question wonld be unworthy of a
sent here. T know the Senator from Missouri did not mean any-
thing of the kind. It just shows to what extreme men can go
when they get excited. And yet I have heard such suggestions
as that thrown ont on this floor on all sides in debate. They
are simply disgusting. They are unworthy of Senators and
unworthy of the Senate, and can not be made legitimately under
the rules of this body.

Now, I will not say any more on that. It is beneath my notice,
and I have not Intended to hurt the Senator's feelings in saying
that much, T say it is beneath my notice and beneath my dig-
nity and worthy only of contempt, So far as 1 am concerned, I
shall make no reply to such vile suggestions. Of course the
Senator meant nothing personal by it, but I say this to the
junior Senator from Missouri, his present rdle is both refresh-
ing nnd unusnal. With all the zeal of a recent convert he rushes
to aftock a position that he thinks the President now holds,
and assails the position that the President assumes in public
speech and public message. Oh, gentlemen, if I had not made
these remarks too long and If good nature permitted me, I wonld
be glad to read to the Senate and the country a few chapters
from Rerp on Regularity.

AMr. REED. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly.

Mr. REED. 1 trust the gentleman will do so. If he can find
where I have ever violated a Democratic platform, where I have
ever broken a caucus regulation, where I ever have either gone
into a caucus or stayed out of a caucus and refused to obey the
will of the majority of my associates expressed in caucus, I
ghall be very glad to have him present the evidence.

Mr. HARDWICK. If I could do it, I would not.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator can
not do it.

Mr., HARDWICK. Well, I might call attention to some things.

Mr. REED. Mr, President——

Mr. HARDWICK. I could call attention to some recent per-
formances of the Senator. I do not know whether you made
the banking and currency bill a party measure or not. Did you?
They did in the other House?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, we took the banking and currency
bill into caumcus. I sat in caucus and I helped to frame it in
caucus. I made a speech for it on the floor. I defended it from
attack on the floor. I voted for it.

Mr. HARDWICK, What was the Senator trying to do when
he was kicking up so much stir over here?

Mr. REED. I expect I was ngitating a number of misin-
formed gentlemen who did not know what the committee was
doing or what I was doing. We were trying to make the bill a
good and workable bill

Mr. HARDWICK. That is what we are trying
this one.

Mr. REED. Noj; the cases are not parallel.

Mr. HARDWICK. All right.

Mr. REED. That hole in the fence is not large enough even
for the gentleman to squeeze through. If the Senator will
allow me——

Mr. HARDWICK. Certalnly, I will yleld to the Seaator as
long as he likes,

Mr. REED. I am glad the Senator has brought up this mat-
ter. The banking and currency bill came from the House of
Representatives and went to the Committee on Banking and
Currency. Many grave questions came up in the committee
which the committee discussed from time to time. One of the
early questions was whether there should be hearings. In com-
pany with some others I insisted upon hearings. We continued
the hearings for about two weeks, with the result that the
chairman of the committee, who had himself introduced into
the Senate an exact duplicate of the House bill, wrote and sub-
mitted some 234 amendments. Thereafter we continued our de-
liberations, various important amendments being made. Then
ecame 4 division In the committee, which I think never ought
to have oceurred. In company with the Senator from New
York [Mr. O'Gormax] I joined the four Demoerats who had
geen fit to leave the committee; we joinad them and sat with
them and continued 5> amend the bill. Finally a caucus was
called, and we carried the bill to the caucus of our associates.
We debated it with thew; we took party counsel upon it; and
when the eauens had passed upon the bill, we cama on the floor
of the Senate and defended it.

Now,. that is the fact, no matter what the fuss may have been.
I say frankly to the Senator I do not blame him for laboring
under a misunderstanding, because there was a good deal of
wild talk at that time, but, so far as my part is concerned, if n
man's party regularity can be demonstrated by his acts, my
regularity and devotion to the party was demonstrated by my
every act in regard to that bill, As is well known, I gave up
many things that I thought were important, yielding to the judg-
ment of my associates, and finally spoke and voted for the bill
as the caucus had directed. Moreover, us one of the conferees
of the Senante, I contended stubbornly to sustain in conference
the mandates of the Democratic cancus.

Now, if the Senator knows of any other particular irregular-
ity of mine, I would be glad to have him mention it.

Mr. HARDWICK. Well, I do not believe I will; I might.

Mr. REED. T should be glad to have the Senator try.
could do it if anybody conld.

Mr. HARDWICK. As far as that is concerned, let me say to
the Senator that to my mind consistency is one of the impor-
tant virtues, and T would be the last man in the world to eriti-
clze him for some of his performances, even if they were un-
tenable, as I thonght they were. 8o I will not pursue the sub-
ject. I accept the statement the Senator makes about his own
conduct. He knows better than anybody else in the world. I
had an idea that he had been kicking up a good deal, and that
the role of President's defender and champion of the party
eaucus was a new one for him. But I am new to the Scuate,
and I may not know.

Mr. REED. Wil the Senator pardon a further interruption?

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly.

Mr, REED. I am not posing as the President's defender.
I have not undertaken that role, I have not been requested to
assume it. I think the President s not likely to call on
anyone to act as his mouthplece or champion. This particular
bill commended itself to my judgment, not in every respect but
in its main features. I went into the party caucus. By going
into the caucus, I in effect said to every other member of the
eaucus, “1 meet with you; I shall insist upon my views; if
I get them, I will be happy and you must abide the result, If,
on the other hand, my views are not accepted and yours are, I
shall likewise abide by the result.”” That has been my attitude.

to do with

e
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I made a speech here the other day, as the Senator says, on
the spur of the moment. If he will permit me just one word,
I did not in that speech say the Senator from Georgia or any
Senator was owned by the Shipping Trust. I meant nothing
of the kind. I meant to say that the action they had taken
geriously endangered if not, in fact, killed the shipping bill. I
meant to say that the Shipping Trust had been opposing this
bill, as it has been opposing nearly every other bill that has been
introduced in Congress for many years which in any way trenches
upon its supreme control of the shipping business of the seas. I
sald, and now s=ay, that the votes which had then just been
cast had made the trust very happy. I did nmot mean to say
that the trust had reached, by improper influences, any Senator.
Indeed I know some Senators who voted for the motion to
refer the bill who were inspired by the loftiest, although the
most mistaken, of motives, I know that; but unfortunately
thosge lofty motives led them to take action which exactly co-
ordinated with the desires of the Shipping Trust, and so I made
a few remarks about the Shipping Trust.

As far as the personal honor, honesty, and integrity of the
Senator from Georgia are concerned, no man hag ever gues-
tioned it. I certainly would be the last to do so.

Mr. HARDWICK. I thank the Senator. Of course I knew
he felt that way. I know further that if the Senator from Mis-
souri had in his eampaign made pledges to his constituency in-
consistent with the support of this measure, in its pending form
at least, he wounld not abate therefrom one jot or tittle. No
party conference or caucus could require such a sacrifice of any
Senntor. It wonld be infamous if it sought to do so.

Mr. President, I have almost concluded the remarks that I
wished to make. In the beginning of my remarks to-day I told
the Senate and the country my high estimate of the present
President of the United States. At a time when many Senators
on this floor who now are almost sycophantic in their attitude
were fighting him from one end of this Republic to the other
and were asserting that be was unworthy of the Democratic
nomination for the Presidency, I was at home campaigning my
own State for him and doing my best there and elsewhere for
his nomination as well as election. I did not then agree, and I
did not thereby agree, to surrender my manhood to him, to sur-
render my judgment to him, to surrender my principles to him,
and I shonld never have had the high respect for him I have if
1 thought he was n man to even desire such a sacrifice of any
man,

Mr. President, I will say one thing, because it ounght to be
sald, and it ought to be said in this presence, on this floor, and
now, in my honest judgment. I do not know what has led the
President into a position of appearing to coerce the Congress. I
sometimes think the Members of both Houses of Congress have
gone to him and pushed him into these things, have sought to
unload their troubles on him, to unload their responsibilities
on his broad and magnificent shoulders, untll we have gotten
into a sitnation, in my judgment, which is unfortunate for this
country.

For one I believe in the coordination of powers. I believe in
the legislative, executive, and judicial powers of this Govern-
ment remaining independent, separate, and coordinate and co-
equal. For one I dare assert in this presence, here and now,
that it will be a sad day for this Republle, a sad day for the
Democratic Party, a sad day for whatever party establishes the
practice or the doctrine that legislation is to be written by the
executlve departments of the Government and that this great
Senate, so long the sheet anchor of American Government, in
many respects surrenders its independence to any man, how-
ever great. (God forbid that that day shounld come. I shounld
feel recreant to the oath I took at that stand, I should feel
unworthy of the imperial State whose commission I bear on
this floor, if I did not stand in my manhood against any such
thing as that.

The President of the United States in vetoing the immigra-
tion bill nged this expression in withholding his approval, as I
gaid a moment ago, from a measure on which almost two-thirds
of his legislative colleagues in the Democratic Party dissent
from him. He used these words:

But eandor and a sense of duty with regard to the responsibility so
clearly im, upon mo the Constitution in matters of leglslation
leave me no cholee but to dissent, /

The President 1s right, everlastingly right, altbough I dis-
agree with him fundamentally on that particular question. If
his judgment and his conscience do mot approve n measure, if
every Democrat in both Houses of Congress voted for it, he
ought to veto it; but I say that same doctrine applies to a Sena-
tor of these United States and to n Member of the House of
Representatives. They, too, have constitutionnl functions to
perform; they, too, have sacred public duties to discharge. I

say that any one of them would be false to the highest and best |
couception of American government if he did not stand for his|
own convictions, if he did not do what he believed to be right.
I do not mean by that to say that we must not have party coop-
eration, and even party action, on subjects that are real party |
matters; but I do say that a man ought to stand by his con-
science and his judgment as to what is right and wrong in legis- |
lation, and he ought to keep the pledges he has made, just as it
is reported—and, of course, there is no doubt about it—that the |
Presldent was keeping a pledge made in the campaign when he |
vetoed the immigration bill. j

I read aguin from President Woodrow Wilson's speech at:
Indianapolis on Jackson Day, In which he himself describes his!
concept of his duties and responsibilities as to matters of this!
kind. He snid:

I am not an independent voter, but I hope I ean elaim to be an indes
pendent person.

Ah, Senators, T am not an independent voter, but I hope I can '
claim to be an independent Senator when it comes to these great
Tundamental questions on which I am pledged to my own peo-!
ple, and which I have a right not only In party fornms but in
that higher forum of consclence and of honor and of duty to
assert my convictions, The President said:

I am not an independent voter, but I hope I ean claim to be an inde-;
pendent person; and T want to say this distinctly, 1 do not love any.
party any longer than It continues to serve the immedinte and pressing
needs of Ameriea. I have been bred In thoe Democratic Party, but 1 lova
America a great deal more than I love the Democratic Party.

A broad, independent, patriotic statement from a great Ameri-
can. I am mnot reading it to eriticize him, but I am reading it
to ask the Senate and the people of this country how seven
Senators, who, following a profound conviction of publle duty,
have dared to be independent, have dared to volce thelr convie-
tions for what is best, for what is right, and for what is neces-
sary for the people of this counfry, can be eriticized for exercis-
ing that same independence for which we glorify our greaf
I'resident.

Mr, VARDAMAN, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Lea of Tennessee in tha
chair). The Senator from Mississippl.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, the able argument just
delivered by the distinguished junior Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Harpwick] leaves very little for me to say or rather makes it
necessary for me to say but very little in defense of the position
which I have taken on this bill, and for which I have been,
along with the other £ix recalcltranis, very bitterly and crually;
eriticized. |

Mr. President, the Democratic Party Is greater than any man, |
or self-selected set of men, however great they may bLe in their|
own concelt. The virtue of the Demoperatic Party is in the
purity of its principles, and its strengih lies in the consentient
judgment, the moral qualities, and intellectual acquirements
of its adherents. 1In the realm of reason there is no proscrip-
tion and where pure democracy prevails shackles are unknown,

“We must be free or die who gpeak the tongue {
That Shakespeare spake: the faith and morals hold
Whieh Milton held.”

The hour has struck, the time has arrived when enlmness and’
gerious thought, undisturbed by passion and uncolored by preju-
dice, should characterize the deliberntions of this body. An
angered brain is the storm center of Indiscretion—ihe Pandorg
box of infinite evil. A wise economy of words in debate may
probably serve to cement and unite the Democrats of this body
in the service of the Nation. Let me commend to the Senate,
and especially my brethren on this side, the wise words of an
ancient Greek, whose heroie soul had felt the hot iren of ad-
versity and experienced the trials and vicissitudes of a stormy
public career:

“Tossed on a sea of troubles, Soul, my Soul,

Thyself do thou control;

And to the weapons of advancing foes
A stubborn breast oppose;

Undaunted 'mid the hostile might

Of squadrons burning for the fight,

‘Thine be no bensting when the victor's crown
Wins thee deserved renown;

Thine no dejected sorrow, when defeat
Would urge a base retreat:

Tejolce in joyous things—nor overmuch
Let grief thy bosom tonch

*Midst evil, and still bear in mind

How changefol are the ways of humankind."”

AMr. President, we were regaled with a very remarkable fulmi-
nation in this Chamber from onc of the Members of this body
on Wednesday afternoon. I shall not emulate the example of




1915.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3097

the distinguished senior Senator from Missouri in the manner of
his oratory or the viciousness and egotism of the subject matter
of his extraordinary discourse. His verbal evacuation is fla-
vored with the bile of malice and smells to heaven with the
odor of duplicity and the stifling fumes of injustice. His arro-
gant assumption of leadership of the Democratic Party in the
United States Senate would be considered immodest and unbe-
coming—aye, unexpected—of one less gifted in the art of
political tergiversation and sleight-of-hand performance in the
role of statecraft. His fame for performing acrobatic feats and
the harmonizing accomplishments of the chameleon, like the
fame of Joshua of old, has been noised abroad throughout the
land. ‘I would not transgress the rules of this body or be guilty
of the indecorum of which I would be guilty if I dared to re-
ciprocate in kind the courtesies shown by the distinguished
Senator in debate to the seven Senators who were the targets
of his obloquy and biting criticism by relating all that rumor

whispers—much of which may be true, but I trust not, of |

the peculiar anties cut in politics, in days gone by, by the
learned and choleric senatorial scold from Missouri. Behold
him as he appeared on that occasion in this Chamber. A past
grand master in the rdle of mock heroics, with a countenance
clouded with the gathering storm of affected righteous indigna-
tion, his lips pouting like the month of the blowfish emptying
its belly of bad air, eyes streaked with the fury of the tempest
raging in his outraged soul, he holds up to the scorn and con-
tempt of the American people Senators whose only offensc was
refusal to yleld to his imperious dictation—to crook the preg-
nant hinges of the knee that patronage might follow fawning—
to violate their every sense of obligation to their constituents
and repudiate every idea of loyalty to the Democratic Party,
its platform of prineiples, and ifs sacred, time-honored tradi-
tions, to follow his lead.

Mr. President, in the name of all the dead gods of ancient
Greece at once, upon what meat doth this great Senator feed
that he hath suddenly grown so puffed up? Mr. President, the
issue which confronts the Democratic Party and the Nation at
this moment is an important one. The present is pregnant with
much good or much harm to the Republic. It may be the turn-
ing point of time in the economic policy of this great Govern-
ment; it may be the inauguration of a policy which may work
for the good of all the people, for the preservation of our insti-
tutions, and for the general welfare of humanity. On the other
hand, the result may be the contrary of what I have described
and for which we all hope. I trust, however, the former may
be its fate. I believe in Democratic prineiples. I believe in the
Democratic polity of government. I believe that upon the right
understanding and correct application of Democratic principles
depends the life of the Republic. I am also profoundly of the
opinion that Democratic ideas and principles can not be enacted
into law without maintaining a compact, efficient, militant
organization. As a matter of truth no great governmental
scheme or principle of political economy was ever enacted into
law but that had behind it the all-impelling force to that end,
of a well organized and disciplined political faction. For that
reason I have always believed in party primaries and conven-
tions. I have always maintained that political platforms should
be carefully framed and thoroughly considered, and when
adopted by the people they should be carried out religiously in
letter and spirit by the public servants of the people. They
should be the political confession of faith for every man and
woman who maintains allegiance to that organization. There is
no obligation so binding upon me in the performance of my du-
ties as a United States Senator as the plaiform promises enun-
ciated at Baltimore upon which Gov. Woodrow Wilson ran and
was elected President of these United States. That platform is
the chart which shall gunide me over the political seas during
the next two years as it has been the chart to guide me in the
two years just past. That platform shall be the polar star by
which my political eraft shall be steered. To that platform I
owe allegiance and I shall not respect or recognize the right of
any one man, or 36 men, behind closed doors, away from the
searching eye of public scrutiny, under the direction, probably,
of gome extraneous influence, to do and utter things which many
of them in their hearts may not believe or approve, to instruct
me to violate that platform.

Now, let us consider this guestion for a moment. Let us see
if there is anything in the Baltimore platform touching upon
the question at issue. The Democratie platform of 1912 con-
tains this plank:

“We believe in fostering, by constitutional regulation of com-
merce, the growth of a merchant marine, which shall develop
and strengthen the commereial ties which bind us to our sister
Republics of the south, but without imposing additional burdens

upon the people and without bounties or subsidies from the Pub-
lic Treasury.”

Is there anything in this hill demanded by this plank of the
platform? Are the ships preposed to be bought to be run at
public expense? The President annoruced in the outset that
the venture was to be of such a doubtful nature that private
capital eould not be expected to invest. ** Big business” could
not afford it, but the patient toller who ean not help himself
may be taxed fo supply the necessary funds. Is it proposed to
take any money out of the Public Treasury for the purpose of
carrying on this losing business? Is any additional burden to
be put upon the aching stoop of the man who tills the soil?
Is toll to be exacted of the man who delves into the bowels of
the earth and takes out the coal that makes the steam that
turns the wheels of commerce? The laboring men on the rail-
roads, in the shops, and factories—are they expected to make
good the losses of this business?

The farmers of Mississippi and the South were forced to sell
thelr cotton last fall at less than one half of its value because
of the conditions brought about by the war in Europe for which
they were in no way responsible, and when we went to the
Federal Government, when we implored the President, to help
us pass the bill providing for lending the Government’s credit
that the farmers might be enabled to hold their cotton and wait
for normal conditions to be restored hefore being forced to
sell we were met with the statement that such a proposition
was socialistic, populistic, and visionary. We were told that
the head and not the heart must settle this problem. It was
socialism fo help the toiler; it was populism run mad to help
protect the man whose labor clothes and feeds the world; but
it is orthodox democracy, sound political economy, and the
flowering of justice now to take the money contributed for the
support of the Government by the suffering laborer and spend
it to maintain a line of boats to carry the cotton to foreign mar-
kets for the speculator and the broker. Not content with per-
miting the farmer to be robbed of the products of his patient
toil he must now be burdened with another debt in order that
the great masters of finance, the promoters of “big business”
shall enjoy larger profits. And I as the representative, the
servant, of that toiler, commissioned by him and all classes of
people in my State to do equal and exact justice to all and
special favors to none in matters of legislation, am commianded
by the secret caucus to vote to pile higher and higher still the
burden under which he is now groaning.

Mr. President, the suggestion is monstrous. It outrages every
idea of loyalty and sense of fidelity to a sacred trust. I believe
a man can stay in Washington long enough to lose the common
touch, to forget him who, bowed by the weight of taxation, leans
upon his hoe and gazes upon the ground, the tragedy of in-
justice written upon his sad face and on his back the burden of
the world. Rather than betray him in that way I would surren-
der my commission—my right to a seat In this Chamber—and go
baek to the quiet shades of private life.

I have no fear of the withering scorn of the self-constituted
censor of the secret caucus, the petulent senior Senator from
Missouri; his threat of political ostracism has no terrors for
me at all. I despise with all my heart and spurn with ineffable
contempt the suggestion. My service to the Democratic Party
in this body does not depend upon what somebody may think,
say, or do. I am not a mere parasite, existing upon the patron-
age of power or the prestige of place. I shall live by my own
convictions, I shall act the things I believe. “ No pleasure to
me is comparable to standing upon the vantage ground of truth.”
And from the altitude of that high purpose I shall look down
with pitying contempt on the unfortunate individual who would
guestion my right to do so.

But let us go a little further. The Democrats, in the platform
of 1908, had this to say:

“We believe in upbuilding the American merchant marine
without new or additional burdens upon the people and without
bounties from the Public Treasury.”

When was that command withdrawn? Who authorized the
self-idolized leaders of the immortal thirty-six to revoke that
order?

But that is not all. The platform of 1904 has something to
say on this subjeet also:

“We denounce the ship-subsidy bill recently passed by the
United States Senate as an iniguitous appropriation of public
funds for private purposes and a wasteful, illogical, and useless
attempt to overcome by subsidy the obstructions raised by
Republican legislation to the growth and development of Ameri-
can commerce on the sea. We favor the upbuilding of a mer-
chant marine without new or additional burdens wupon the
people and without bounties from the Public Treasury.”
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There is no doubt about the meaning of that language either.
It has no uncertain sound. It is the voice of the unterrified,
patriotic, brave masses of this Republic—the men who really
keep the banner of democracy in the air—men who would
“gpurn with contumely the power that bends the coward’s
knees and forces from the lips of treachery the lies of praise.”
If it was the truth then—principles do not, like Senators,
change; they are immortal—it is the truth now, and I will not
violate it.

Mr. President, I have searched the annals of the Democratic
Party. I have studied carefully its platform announcements. I
have read the great debates of able Senators—George; of Missis-
sippi, one of the greatest constitutional lawyers who ever sat
in ihis body; the erudite and accomplished Vest, of Missouri,
in whose seat the scolding Senator from that State now ex-
pands; and scores of others—who have discussed the guestion
of ship subsidy in this Chamber, and I have failed utferly to
discover or find one scintilla of argument of approval in the
history of the party in favor of the principles involved in this
ship-purchase bill. To my mind it is the worst form of subsidy,
because we do not know how much it is going to cost the tax-
payers, It is vaguely indefinite—the flowering of legislative dis-
ingenuousness., It is also class legislation of the most inde-
fensible and atrocious type. Whatever may be its purpose or
design, there is one thing certain—it will not do the laborer,
the farmer, the producer, any good. As I said a moment ago,
the laborer will bear the burden and somebody else will reap the
profits.

No, it will nct benefit the men who need help, but, on the con-
trary, the patient, silent, long-suffering many will be forced by
this law to contribute their hard-earned pennies to the already
plethoric purses of the favored few.

You can not build up a merchant marine such as is contem-
plated in the Democratic platform of 1912—such as all patriotic
Americans desire, such as I with all my heart desire—at the
expense of the Government unless you are going to build up a
permanent Government-owned merchant marine. It has been
clearly and unmistakably demonstrated in this Chamber that in
order to make a shipping business profitable there must be land
connections, there must be feeders to give the ships cargoes.
You can no more build up a profitable, independent, permanent
merchant marine under this bill than you can teach a child to
walk without putting its Zeet on the floor.

Now, if it is the purpose of the President to embark the United
States Government upon a new policy—if the principles for
which the Democratic Party has stood during all of its history
are to be set aside and the National Government is to go into
the business of owning ships and other agencies of transporta-
tion and commerce—I shall be glad to cooperate with the Presi-
dent in the development of a plan looking to that end. But it
is a matter that can not be worked out in a day. For such an
undertaking to succeed the foundations for the superstructure
must be laid broad and deep. Perfect symmetry must be pre-
gerved if the system shall endure. And I do not think that the
Democratic administration would be justified in embarking upon
this entirely new policy until the people shall have been given
an opportunity to pass upon it. I have infinite faith in the good
judgment and divine common sense of the masses. This is their
Government, and before taking a step which involves a measure
of such far-reaching consequences I prefer to hear from the

eople.

. Discussing this question, the historian Bancroft said—and I
quote his language as the better expression of my own views:

“If reascn is a universal faculty, universal decision is the
nearest criterion of truth. The common mind winnows opin-
fons: it is the sieve which separates error from certainty. The
exercise by many of the same faculty on the same subject would
naturally lead to the same conclusions. But if not, the very
differences of opinion that arise prove the supreme judgment of
the general mind.

* ] & & * * *

“The public is wiser than the wisest critic. In Athens the
arts were carried to perfection when the ‘ fierce democracy ’ was
in the ascendant: the temple of Minerva and the works of
Phidias were planned and perfected to please the common peo-
ple. When Greece yielded to tyrants her genius for excellence
in art expired, or, rather, the purity of taste disappeared, be-
cause the artist then endeavored to gratify a patron and there-
fore humored his eaprice, while before he had endeavored to
dclight the race.

*® * * & *

“In like manner, the best government rests on the people and
not on-the few, on persons and not on property. on the free de-
velopment of public opinion and not on authority. because the
munificent Author of our being has conferred the gifts of mind

upon every member of the human race without distinction of
outward circumstances. Whatever of other possessions may be
engrossed, the mind asserts its own independence, Lands,
estates, the produce of minds, the prolific abundance of the seas,
may be usurped by a privileged class. Avarice assuming the
form of ambitious power may grasp realm after realm, sub-
due continents, compass the earth in its schemes of aggrandize-
ment, and sigh after worlds, but mind eludes the power of ap-
propriation; it exists only in its own individuality. It is
a property which can not be confiscated and can not be torn
away. It laughs at chance, it bursts from imprisonment, it
defies monopoly. A government of equal rights must, therefore,
rest upon mind, not wealth, not brute force; some of the moral
intelligence of the community should rule the state. Proserip-
tion can no more assume to be a valid plea for political injus-
tice; society studies to eradicate established abuses and to bring
social institutions and laws into harmony with moral right—
not dismayed by the natural and necessary imperfections of all
human effort, and not giving way to despair because every hope
does not at once ripen into fruit.
® * L * L]

“It is hard for the pride of cultivated philosophy to put its
ear to the ground and listen reverently to the voice of lowly
humanity; yet the people collectively are wiser than the most
gifted individual, for all his wisdom constitutes but a part of
others. When the great sculptor of Greece was endeavoring to
fashion the perfect model of beauty he did not passively imitate
the form of the loveliest woman of his age, but he gleaned the
several lineaments of his faultless work from the many. And
so it is that a perfect judgment is the result of comparison,
where error eliminates error and truth is established by con-
curring witnesses. The organ of truth is the invisible decision
of the unbiased world; she pleads before no tribunal but public
opinion; she owns no safe interpreter but the common mind;
she knows no court of appeals but the soul of humanity. It is
when the multitude give counsel that right purposes find safety ;
theirs is the fixedness that can not be shaken; theirs is the un-
derstanding which exceeds in wisdom; theirs is the heart of
which the largeness is as the sand on the seashore.

* * ® * * = *

“It is alone by infusing great principles into the commnon
mind that revolutions in human society are brought about.
They never have been, they never can be, effected by superior
individual excellence. The age of the Antonines is the age of
the greatest glory of the Roman Empire. Men distinguished by
every accomplishment of culture and science for a century in
succession possessed undisputed sway over more than 100,000,000
men, until at last, in the person of Marcus Aurelius, philosophy
herself seemed to mount the throne, And did she stay the down-
ward tendencies of the Roman Empire? Did she infuse new
elements of life into the decaying constitution? Did she eom-
mence one great beneficent reform? Not one permanent amelio-
ration was effected. Philosopby was clothed with absolute
power, and yet absolute power accomplished nothing for hu-
manity. It could accomplish nothing. Had it been possible
Aurelius would have wrought a change. Society can be re-
generated, the human race can be advanced only by moral
principles diffused through the multitude.”

As to the wisdom of waiting for an expression from the people,
I take the same position on this question that the President does
on the question of woman suffrage, and in his veto message on
the immigration bill. While it is not pertinent to the question at
issue, it is not out of place at this time for me to say in this con-
nection that I do not agree with a great many of my collengues
on the question of Government ownership of public utilities. I
remember when the Hon. W. J. Bryan, some years ago, made the
prediction that Government ownership of railroads wounld come
in the course of time. His prediction raised such a violent storm
of protest in the ranks of the Democratic Party that it looked for
a while like the idol of Democracy was going to be knocked into a
cocked hat, but not with dignity. I was editing a newspaper in
Mississippi at the time, and I was among the few who defended
that great statesman’s views. Government ownership of rafl-
roads, telephones, telegraph lines, and other publie utilities has
no terror for me. Nor am I opposed to Government ownership
of steamboat lines, when I am sure that they are going to be
run for the benefit of all the people and contribute to the well-
being of society. But this is a matter that can not be entered
into in a moment. It is a system that can not be established in
a day. The suggestion that it is an emergency measure has no
merit in truth.

Now. I want to again asseverate my desire and loyalty to
every proposition to build up a merchant marine. Since I came
to the Senate as a Member of this body I have voted for every
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measure looking to the proper-upbuilding of a merchant :mn-'J
rine. I have endeavored to carry out the platform as inter-
preted by the President when he was.a candidate for the Presi-

dency in building up a merchant marine. By giving them free

passage through the .canal, I hoped to stimulate the spirit of

enterprise tending to thatend. And I also maintained that we

have the legal and moral right to extend these special privileges

to our own ships, not only ships engaged in coastwise trade but

ships engaged in over-seas commerce. Wiih -all my heart I

believe in building up a merchant marine according to constitu-

tlonal methods and sound economic principles. But I do not

think it would be safe to embark upon a policy of Government

ownership at this time for the reasons I have already stated.

Now, something has been :said in this discussion about the in-
fluence of the Shipping Trust upon certain Senators whose po-
sition on this bill does not please a majority on this side of the
Chamber. That same unjust intimation was made when .a ma-
jority of the Democrats, followed the lead of the distinguished
Senator from New York [Mr. Roor], in violation of the Demo-
cratic platform on the tolls guestion. They charged us with
protecting the coastwise shipping monopoly. But when an,op-
portunity eame to open up to the ghipbuilders and shipowners
of every country in the world the privilege of engaging in the
coastwise trade of America these same Democratic Senators
who were inclined to denounce the monopoly svhen the tolls
bill was up voted to exclude foreign-built ships.

0O, consistency, I fear thou art not the choicest jewel of the
senatorial sonl!

‘But, Mr. President, I.do not like to dwell upon this phase of
this subject. It is indisputable evidence of weakness .of any.
cause for its. advocates to abandon the high plane of legitimate
argument and descend into the mire of villification. It is un-
worthy and nnbecoming a Senator to induolge in such dishonest
and contemptible methods. Their canse must be ‘a weak .one
if ‘to support it they must resort to such miserable .and dis-
ingenuous schemes. If the agents of the shipowners of Hurope
and America have appeared upon the scene, if one of them has
discussed this guestion with a Demoecratic Senator, be he for
or against the bill, T have not heard of it. I am sure such a
one has not favored me with the eourtesy of a call. I am nof,
Mr. President, a very hospitable host fo the man who is lobby-
ing for legislafion in his own interest, and therefore I am mot
at all surprised that T have been overlooked.

‘But, Mr. President, the suggestion, I repeat, is too contemptible
to deserve even a passing notice. Such a statement, if intended
for me, falls absolutely harmless at my feet. Conscious of the
rectitude of my position, with no other desire save to serve the
people of Mississippl and America as God has given me the light
to see it, I can view with serenity the miserable machinations
of those who would attempt to injure me. No; it does not
hurt me in the least, but it places the man who suggests it in

.antithesis to truth. He is the antipodal of veracity. He in-
jures his own soul by his mendacity, but does not hurt me.
I should despise myself if I had nothing to support my position
on this measure but mere suspicion that some banker or his
kinsman close to the administration had suggested the pur-
chase of the interned German ships in order that some official
high in authority might ultimately profit by it. I do not be-
lieve anything of the kind. T believe ‘the President and his
Cabinet and the majority of Senators on this floor are doing
what they believe to be their duty under the circumstances.
Whatever may be their motives, it in no way affects my own.
And I despise with all my heart the methods of the assassin of
charaeter, it matters not by whom practiced.

But we have been criticized for conferring with the Re-
publicans on this measure. I see nothing morally or politically
wrong in that, I have discussed a great many public questions
which have come before the Senate with the Republicans of
the Senate. But I have not gone to the Republicans in this in-
stance. The Republicans have come to me. I am standing on
the indestructible rock of Democratic truth and intrenched be-
hind Democratic precedent. The Republicans have abandoned
their former position on the question of ship subsidy and have
come over to help us defend the Baltimore platform against
its former friends.

Times change and men change with them,

*Now the good god forbid
That our renown'd Rome, whose gratitude
Toward her deserved children is enroll'a
In Jove's own books, like an unnatural dam
Should now eat up her own.”

But, admitting for the sake of this discussion that the ma-
Jority of my Democratic colleagues are correct, can it possibly
be any worse or more of a crime for me to confer with the

Republicans than for the Democratic President and his Don

‘Quixote lieutenant, the astute senior Senator [Mr. Srone] from
Missouri, ito plow with the heifers of the Progressive element
of the Republican Party? It does not lie in the mouth of you
gentlemen who have been offering to members of the Republi-
can Party the /privilege of amending the bill and going into
partnership with you in its formation to reriticize me or any
other Senator for conferring with the Republicans to the end
that sve may .defeat what we -believe to be a measure con-
genitally pernicious.

Now, I do not :object to the President conferring with ‘the
Republican Senators. He can do it if he will, but people who
live in glass jhouses ought not to carry too many rocks about
in their pockets. Really, Mr. President, T think if this bill shall
be passed at.all, it should be passed with Republican votes. It
is essentially -a.Republican measure.

Now, a matter personal to myself. It is always distasteful
to me ‘to be in discord with the head of my party and those
with whom I affiliate politiedlly. But:if I am so mentally con-
stituted that I can not change my views on a serious and im-
portant matter just to please some one élse, I must do one of
two things—I must stand by my own convictions and bear the"
odium .of being characterized as a recalcitrant, or prostitute
myself by becoming a mere puppet to be moved by the presi-
dential pull. That I will not do. The President may be right.
He is a man of great learning. I have never guestioned his
patriotism. He has his duoty to perform as President of this
Republic. I honor. him for doing it aecording to the dictates
of his own conscience. I sympathize with him, and he has my
best ‘wishes. T honor the man—

“Born and taught
That serveth not another’s will,
Whose armour is his honest thought,
And simple fruth his utmost skill.”

And I arrogate to myself nothing that I do not cheerfully
concede to every other qman. 'When this bill came before the
Committee .on Commerce, I studied it earefully and I en-
deavored to find out its purposes and to reach a conclusion as
to its ultimate effect. I thought the bill should provide that
the ships to be purchased .should engage in the coastwise trade.
My purpose was to reduce .the loss to the minimum, and at the
same time lower freight rates and thereby break the coastwise
shipping monopoly. Some of my ecolleagues agreed with me,
but they said that if that provision were inserted it would
result in defeating the bill. They were endeavoring to carry
out the President’'s wishes. They insisted that the measure
was temporary in its character—a mere makeshift. It was ex-
pected to be a losing investment at first; but they hoped that
after a while, when the gates of commerce should be opened
wide, it ‘would become profitable, after which the Government
was to turn the'business over to private enterprise. I said that
I could not vote for the 'bill. T gave my reasons for it in the
following 'interview, which appeared in the public press long
before anybody exeept possibly those who are permitted to enter
the holy of holies of the 'White House thought of making the
measure a party question.

'1 ask permission to have this appear in my remarks without
reading, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 7Without objection, it is so
‘Yrdered. -

The matter referred to is as follows:

“I am opposed to this bill because I believe it is the most
indefensible form of subsidy yet proposed. It is one of those
peculiarly dishonest measures which will ‘keep the word of
promise to the ear and break it to the hope.’ It is violative of
every tradition and platform declaration of the Democratic
Party. The scheme, as interpreted by the President, is a mis-
take in policy, wrong in morals, pernicious in principle, and
therefore will be disappointing in its ultimate results.

“ FINDS X0 JUSTIFICATION,

“If the Government ownership and operation of steamboat
and rallroad lines is to become a permanent policy, there might
be some little excuse or justification for this measure; but when
we ‘are told by the President that it is only a temporary make-
shift—and who will question the authority of the President to
spedk in this matter?—it leaves it without excuse or justifica-
tion. In his address to Congress on the 8th of December last
the President said: ‘It should take attlon to make it certain
that transportation at reasonable rates will be promptly pro-
vided, even when the carriage is not at first profitable; and
then, when the carriage has become sufficiently profitable to
attract and engage private capital and engage it in abundance,
the Government ought to withdraw.’

“It is a peculiar character of mind which reasons to a con-
clusion and justifies the appropriation and expenditure of
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funds contributed by all the people to an enterprise of this
character, which it is admitted must be a losing and unprofit-
able investment from the start. Congress has just as much
right to donate funds from the Public Treasury to the cotton
growers of the South who, because of the war in Europe, have
lost by the depreciation of the product of their farms some-
thing like $450,000,000 this year. Congress has just as much
authority to subsidize the cane growers of Louisiana, the beet
growers of the Northwest, and the manufacturers of the North-
east as it has to appropriate money to buy ships to carry the
manufacturers’ producis to foreign markets at the cost of all
the taxpayers. The cotton growers of the South proposed to
give the Government unquestioned security for the loan of
$250,000,000 of credit in order to save themselves a loss of
$500,000,000, but the Congress, headed by the President, turned

_a deaf ear fo their appeal.

“If their demand was without merits or wrong in principle,
who will say this measure is right? I am opposed to this bill
because it is class legislation, pernicious in its conception, and

necessarily unjust in its execution.

“ BEES WASTE OF MONETY,

“It will be remembered that the bill provides for ships to
engage in the foreign trade exclusively. The cast-iron, rock-
ribbed, Government-favored coastwise monopoly is treated as
a sacred thing—too sacred to be touched. The Government-
owned boats are to be mere pioneers or business missionaries,
as it were. Regardless of the expense, they are expected to go
to the waste places of the earth and work up the business to be
turned over later to private individuals, who are to reap the
profits of a business which has been built up at the expense of
all the people. The whole scheme, to my mind, involves an un-
warranted, illegal, and immoral prodigality of money coined by
the sweat and blood of the masses of this country and extorted
fromw them by unjust and immoral laws.

“It is a dangerous departure, an innovation apon our time-
honored system, violative of the spirit of our Government, and,
I fear, the issue will be trouble to the party that proposes it
and chagrin for the men who coneeive it. I am in favor of an
American merchant marine, I shall vote for such measures as
may be necessary to put our ships on the dead level of oppor-
tunity with the ships of all other countries that come into our
ports. If we shall by law, which we have a right to do, improve
the standard of living for the sailors, we will at the same time
elevate the standard of character and manhood of the men who
operate the ships.

“ OPPOSES HOTHOUSE ECONOMICS.

“I am opposed to the hothouse methods of economics in govy-
ernmental matters. I do not think it is fair to take the money
from the pocket of the wealth producers of this country and
donate it to the owners of ships. Such a policy can not be
justified by any other rule than that of the rule of might. It
can not be defended upon any other theory than that might is
right. The contention that the ships be bought under the terms
of this bill will facilitate the transportation of cotton grown in the
South to the foreign markets is not the proper spissitude to fool
anybody. The suggestion that the Government of the United
States will send its ships to places where privately owned ships
flying the American flag will not go is absurd. As a mattex
of fact, Government-owned ships will be more careful not to
violate the laws of neutrality. They will be more careful to
avoid every possible complication with the belligerent powers of
Europe than will ships owned by private individuals.

‘“But there is one thing that would happen, I am quite sure,
A lot of unprofitable property in ships that are floating idly
in the ports of this country in order to hide from the gunboats
of hostile nations would be unloaded upon the Government of
the United States at a good profit. And I am sure that after
the war is over, and especially after the people of the United
States shall have had an opportunity to pass judgment upon
this proposcd bill, that these same ships will be resold to private
owners, and the American people will pocket a loss of $75,000,000
to $100,000,000. No; to my mind, the bill is a legislative evil
without a mitigating incidant, and, from the depths of my heart,
I sincerely hope it may be defeated.”

Mr. VARDAMAN. This statement was published. Little
thought I at the time that the pressure from the White House
would ever lead the Democratic Senators to undertake to make
this indefensible measure, as I regard it, a party question; a
measure which is a flagrant violation of the letter and the spirit
of the party platform. When the caucus was called to consider
it I told the chairman of the caucus, the honorable junior Sen-
ator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx], that I would not attend the
caucus. I did not expect to support the bill, and I did not
care to take part in framing the bill when I felt sure what the

conclusion of the eaucus would be. I believed then what T now
know, that the White House had ordered it, and that the Sena-
tors would obey that order, and I did not want to place myself
in the indelicate position of being present while the measure
was being framed when I was sure that my sense of duty would
lead me to oppose it on the floor of the Senate. So I remained
away from the caucus. And when I was told that I was bound
as a Democrat by certain of my colleagues, who behind closed
doors had determined to buck and gag every Senator who dif-
fered from them, to override my wishes, strangle my independ-
ence, humiliate my manhood, in a word, for me to violate my
sense of duty and obligations to my constituents and betray the
Democratic platform and support this measure, Mr. President,
I simply declined to make the sacrifice. I declined to yield my
own individuality. I must refuse to violate icy idea of duty to
myself and my constituents in order that I might win the much-
coveted, approving smile of the seldom-smiling senior Senator
from Missouri as reward for party regularity.

No; “I shall not be carried about by every wind of doctrine *
that may blow from the wind centers of sycophancy. I shall not
permit any man to make and brand my Democracy. Nor shall
I permit any number of men to dictate to me how I shall per-
form my duty to my constituents as United States Senator. To
paraphrase the language of another, “ While I breathe heaven’s
air and Heaven looks down on me and smiles at my best mean-
ing, I remain master of mine own self,” and shall control my
own vote, particularly in this matter.

Mr. President, the times are not propitious: the clouds that
overhang the sky cast a somber shadow. The sea of passion
rolls high. No good can possibly come of quarreling. Crimina-
tion and recrimination will not promote solidarity in the Demo-
cratic ranks. Men can not be driven. Decent Senators can not
be bought either with flattery or patronage. Bickerings promote
disintegration. I have no desire to interfere with the honest
thought, nor do I question the patriotism of any Senator in this
Chamber. I would not be the keeper of his conscience. I would
not be responsible for his performance of the duties of his place.
He understands to whom he owes allegiance, and I am not going
to be so uncharitable, so egotistical, so contemptible, vulgar, and
indecent as to question the honesty and patriotism of his mo-
tives because he happens to differ from me. I believe that my
position is right. I shall maintain it. I do not arrogate to
myself infallibility. I realize that I have all the limitations
that encompass about and beset other men. But—

“If I am right, Thy grace impart,
Still in the right to stay;
If I am wrong, O teach my heart
To find the better way.

L * L ® L]

Teach me to feel another's woe,
To hide the faults I see;

That mercy I to others show,
That mercy show to me.”

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. JAMES. I have listened with a great deal of interest to
the beautiful composition upon the Roman Empire. I was won-
dering whether or not my genial friend the Senator from Mis-
sissippi, from that lofty pinnacle upon which he placed himself,
could see such an insignificant object as the Senator from Mis-
souri.

Whatever the Senator from Mississippi may say about the
Senator from Missouri, he ought to recollect that that great
Commonwealth has been more lavish with her honors upon him
than any other one of her many illustrious sons. The fact of
his election as governor, the fact that he was three times elected
to Congress—twice elected to this body, and at the last election
returned here by an unprecedented majority—is sufficient at-
testation to the character, aye, to the Democracy, of the Senator
from Missouri, no matter from what guarter the assault upon
him may come; and do not you know there is something about
the conduct of the Senator from Missouri that warms my heart
to him? So long honored by his party, reelected, with six years
in front of him, he comes back and takes the same old Demo-
cratic sword in his hand, and does not get too big to fight the
battles of the party that has honored him so long and so greatly.
Mr. President, that is a lesson that would not be a bad one for
some other Senators to follow.

My friend from Mississippi told us that we went to Republi-
cans for recruits. Senator, there are two kinds of Republicans,
just like there are two kinds of Democrats. The difference is
this: You went to the standpatters, we went to the Progressives,
for aid; but we did not do it until, like a shot from a subma-
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rine fired upon our party, we found ourselves hopeless and help-
less within our own ranks.

Why, sir, when Gorman and Smith, in the sad days of Cleve-
land’s administration, sought to separate themselves from their
party, they did not do it by ambush. They did not do it by
sudden attack. They stood upon the floor of the Democratic
eaucus and sounded the alarm and gave the notice to the party
that it might expect such an attack.

I want to say here and now that I believe in Democracy.
I can not agree with some Senators in the announcement that
has been made upon this floor that party obligations rest
heavily upon the people from whom they seek their commission
and rest lightly upon those who wear the senatorial toga.

I should not have risen upon this floor to discuss this bill,
Mr. President, but for the fact that I find myself going one
road and my colleague [Mr. CaMDEN] traveling another one.

The highest honor that the proud people of Kentucky can
bestow upon one of her sons has been given to me, as to him. It
was given to both of us by the Democratic Party of Kentucky ;
and as I love the banner of Democracy in Kentucky, and proudly
bear her commission here given me by 300,000 brave Democrats,
I shall not desert it now upon this floor.

What is the law in Kentucky about a primary election?. And
let me pause here to observe that a primary election in Ken-
tucky is but another name for a caucus here. The only differ-
ence is that a eaucus of Senators usually assembles at 8 o'clock
and adjourns at 12. A Democratic primary is called under
the law of our State, and the officers assembled to hold it, and
the voters commence to cast their ballots at 6 o'clock and
continue until 4.

When my friend Senator CAMDEN ran for the Senate, before
he could run for that great offize he had to be able under our
law to say that at the last regular election he supported the
nominees of the Democratic Party. But for that, under the
law of Kentucky, his name could not have gone upon the ballot
as a candidate for the Democratic nomination for Senator.
A voter that comes to cast his ballot there must be able to
state that at the last regular election he supported the Demo-
cratic ticket. More than that, Mr. President, he has to say
that he will support the nominee of the Democratic primary,
whether it is his own choice or his neighbor’s choice. The
Democratiec Party’s nominee then takes the banner, and he goes
from one end of the State to the other appealing for support.
The same rules and regulations apply to candidates for a Re-
publican nomination. It is held under a State-wide primary
law. But when, the other day, my friend the junior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. CampeN], in colloguy with the senior
Senator from Missouri [Mr, StoNg], said, * I did not attend the
Democratie eaucus,” that was no excuse,

Who would have heard a Kentucky Democrat say in the last
election, when my friend was appealing for support as the nomi-
nee of his party, “I am not bound to support the nominee
because I did not attend the primary election”? The guestion
is, “ Senator CampeN, why did you not attend the caucus?
You were elected by the Democratic Party. You affiliated with
the Demecratic Party in Kentucky, and sought its honor and
its nomination, and received election by reason of its votes”;
and I insist that when he comes here he should associate him-
gelf with the party that honored him.

Why, Mr. President, at every Democratic national convention
that assembles the Democrats are sent from the various States,
and when they are sent tb:re every man must sacrifice some-
thing. Why, gentlemen, ve can not all have our way. No
great law ever was written upon the statute books of this coun-
try by reason of the force or power of one individual. It is only
the power of the collection of numbers, through great political
parties. When the Democratic national convention was assem-
bled the various States sent their representatives there, and they
all considered the platform. They took a vote upon the guestion.
and the majority ruled. While it takes two-thirds to nominate
a candidate of the Democratic Party for President, a majority
pronounces its faith and declares its platform.

Suppose a Kentucky Democrat should say, * Well, that plat-
form does not suit me. I ean not agree to everything in it. I
want an amendment to it.” Then here comes up another one,
“I can not vote the Democratic ticket, because the platform does
not meet my views. I want this amendment added to it.” And
here comes another Democrat and says, “I can not agree to
the platform because I want to offer an amendment to it.” The
result would be, instead of a great, cohesive Democracy march-
ing shoulder to shoulder against the gerried ranks of a common
enemy, that we would have 8,000,000 different Democratic
Parties, and so the power of Democracy would die.

LII—196

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator
for a moment?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. CAMDEN. Wherein the senior Senator from Kentucky
and myself differ is that the platform does suit me. I came here
and I conscientiously voted for and supported every Democratic
mensure. 1 have stated my reasons—that this shipping bill is
not in the party platform.

Mr. JAMES. I am glad to know that we had one Democratic
platform that suited the Senator.

Mr. CAMDEN. This suited me very well.

Mr. JAMES. How about the other platforms in 1896, 1900,
and 19087 Did they suit the Senator?

Mr. CAMDEX. Mr. President, this is not germane to the
subjeet, but I am very glad, indeed, to say that more people
in Kentucky agreed with me about that platform than agreed
with the senior Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. JAMES. Two hundred thousand of them were Repub-
licans, however. [Laughter on the floor and in the galleries.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is not going to continue
to be a megaphone for the benefit of the galleries. There is a
rule of the Senate that the occupants of the galleries shall not
interrupt by applause or otherwise. The Chair has been sit-
ting here day after day and making that announcement, FHe is
not going to do it again. The galleries will be cleared unless
the occupants of the galleries obey the rule of the Senate.

Mr. JAMES. The answer of the Senator from Kentucky
means this, that he voted with the enemies of Democracy in
1806, and they carried all the electors but one. Am 1 right?
What about 19007 You did not vote with the majority then,
nor did you vote with the majority in 1908, because Democracy
triumphed in both elections in Kentucky.

But aside from that, you say you stand on this platform. I
greet you with delight. What is there about this platform that
in any way contravenes the question that is now at issue?

I thank God I belong to a party that in a great war, an emer-
gency like this, is not hugging a technical delusion to our bosom
in order that the sea may be made the subject of the piracy
of a great trust and monopoly that was undertaking to rob all
the consumers of the world.

But even more than that, Mr. President, my colleague, the
Senator from Kentucky, I may say, is pledged to support this
bill, and I believe that I can show it. It is a matter with
him. What I am saying to him is emphatic and positive, not
in anger. Great God, I am willing, in the name of the 300.000
Democrats in Kentucky. to put my arms around him and pray
with him to come back into the Demoecratic Party. The
Democracy of the mountains of Kentuecky, across her waving
blue grass, over the pennyroyal, and, through the purchase, on to
the Mississippi River, are praying this day that the Senator
from Kentucky will come back to the old Democratic household.
Mr. President:

The moving finger writes; and having writ,
Moves on ; nor all your pirty nor wit

Shall lure it back to cancel half a line,

Nor all your tears wash out a word of it.

The junior Senator from Kentucky made a speech when he
was running for the Senate, and I have it here. I will read
from the Courler Journal of Thursday morning, October 27, 1914,
Here it is:

The all-important question In the November election—

Said Senator CAMDEN—

The all-important question In the November election, said Senator
CAMDEN, {8 not so much the personnel of the candidates for United
States Senator “as it is whether the people will give Woodrow Wilson
and the Democratle administration the encouragement of their indorse-
ment by electing Democrats to assist and uphold the hands of the
President in further carrying out his great program of constructive
legislation."”

The people in Kentucky thought that Senator CAMDEN meant
by that that he was not only going to uphold his hands by
speech but by vote in every way it was possible. But it seemns
like they were mistaken. What the Senator from Kentucky
meant when he said he was going to hold up President Wilson’s
hands was that he was going to hold them up while the Repnb-
lican Party tied them. [Laughter.] That is the Senator’s own
statement to the people in Kentuneky——

Mr. CAMDEN. May I interrupt again?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, there is nothing more mislead-
ing than a statement that is half true. If the Senator will go

back several paragraphs he will find T said that we will aid the
President on the party platform pledges.

Mr. JAMES. Oh, Mr. President, I have no sort of objection
to going back just as far as the Senator will have me go and
quote all of it. It is a speech of a column and a half,
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Mr. CAMDEN. All right, sir.

Mr. JAMES. If there is anything In it the Senator said that
qualifies in any way what I have quoted I shall gladly put it in
the RECORD.

Mr. CAMDEN. I will state that I did not pretend to indorse
everything the President said, because, if I mistake not, some-
gm'i;}' at one time wanted to knock somebody else into a cocked

a

Mr, JAMES. Yes; and the Democrats of Kentucky are going
to knock somebody else into a cocked hat, too, when they get a
chance. [Launghter on the floor and in the galleries.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. Just one moment. The Chair is
compelled to enforce silence in the galleries by the rules of the
Senate. The Chair is also in duty bound by the rules of the
Senate to preserve order in the Senate Chamber.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I am perfectly happy to go back
and read if the Senator will only indicate where I shall read.
Senator CaAMDEN discusses the Federal reserve act, and he says:

Senator CaMpeEN dlscpssed the Federal reserve act, which, he said,
“gtands out as possib[g of more vital importance in the country than
even the ssage of the downward-revised tariff bill,” and to which
he referred as an * unspeakable blessing to the country at large' and
“ especially helpful to agriculture.”

In strong terms the Bmkegdpmised President Wilson’s forelgn policy,
saying that if, when assail by a pitiless storm of criticism an
abuse, the President had been less courageous and less firm ;
conviction of what a strong and gowerru! nation’s duty toward a weak
and distracted one was, we would be engaged in a bloody conflict, the
end of which could not be seen, with both continents plunged in war.

“Don’t you know,” said he, * that we owe it to Wilson that we are
gem]rted now to have the insplrln.g vision of this great country

owering sublimely above the clouds of war that encompass despairing
nations, and that the standard of Democratic civilization has been
placed upon high and unassailable ground?™

‘Why, then, Mr, President, it seems the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. CampEN] had great confidence in the President of the
United States. That was the one name to be conjured with in
Kentucky. The Wilson banner was the one flag that everybody
wanted to bear. The Senator said that he would uphold the
President and the Democracy of Kentucky if he were elected
into a seat in this body.

Mr. CAMDEN. May I interrupt the Senator?

Mr, JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. CAMDEN. I should like to ask the Senator whether he
voted with the President in 1896.

My, JAMES. I voted with the Democratic Party then as I
am voting with the Democratic Party now.

Mr. CAMDEN. But with the President?

Mr. JAMES., That is a matter you will have to settle with
the P'resident. I voted with the Democratic Party. The Demo-
cratic Party to me is greater than any man in the Nation
though he occupies the lofty station of President. But at the
time the Senator from Kentucky told the people that if
elected here he would uphold the hands of President Wilson
in enacting into law his great constructive policy, the one thing
that stood out like a column of light, that the President was
adveeating at that time, was the shipping bill. I have here
before me an interview which was published in all the papers
of the country, which I shall put in the Recorp, where the
President, September 24, 1914, and also Septembe:r 28, 1914,
nearly a month before the speech of Senator CAMDEN was
delivered, stated that he was urging the passage of the shipping
bill, and he was going to insist upon it when Congress recon-
vened in December :

[From newspaper interview wil,th 1tI*lc‘iI]'re:ildm:li:. Thursday, September

Does the ship-purchasing bill remain a part of the legislative program
or has there been an agreement to defer action?
he PrEsipENT. It remains a part of the program. I think it is
very necessary in order to handle things that private enterprise can
not be expeeted to be asked to handle.
the number of applications for re; under the ship-registry
Jaw come up to the expectations of the administration?
The PRESIDENT. I have not cven nired about that.
Have you been informed of any inclination on the part of the

ouse——
The PeesipENT. I have heard of the opposition of individoal Members,
[From interview, September 28, 1914.]

Mr. President, with reference to the sh;!pping bill, do you share the
general feeling that the urgvng is

The PrESIDENT. No; not in the least. The urgency has increased.

Mr. President, J ud,?e ALExANDER said Baturday that his advices were
;hﬂtltthe emergency for it was over; that there were plenty of ships

‘or it.

The PresipEXT. For the ordinary trade, yes; but that is not what it is
for. It is chiefly for the development of American trade where it will
be nnprofitable for private capital to develop it and where I know for a
eertnlntdv tz.lmt private capital will not develop it. It could not be

[:) te
ou told us last week that the opposition to the bill

I

. Pmident.

was rather megligible.
The PrRESIDENT. 8o I was then informed.
Do you not think that it has grown?
The PrRESIDENT. Apparently it has.

apparently or really.

I do not know whether it Is
You know a few persons can make a great deal

of noise sometimes, particularly a few persons who are interested from
an_investment point of view.

Does that alter your views or position any? .

The PRESIDENT. No, sir; use the circumstances are mot altered.
Otz ot At osposiion chicly Lopakd fukin
the present time rather than toward %ﬂec roposltm;d Bl

The PrRESIDENT, That may be. I do not know. I am g to confer
with some of the Members of the House just as soon as I can find space
on my calendar. I will find that out; that may be all there is in it.

Can vou say anything of the visit of Mr. AnexaxpEr or Mr. UNDER-
woop to-day?

The PresipeExT. That is about that subject.

Your present judgment is, Mr. President; that it ought to pass at this
ses’ls;;fenl?gngnlizwm%nlm I learn something that cha ent

NT. L
in the matter. I do not mean something about cthen?; o tl{)':ldgt? it,
but something about the urgency.

Mr, President, if the day shall ever come, which God forbid,
that I no longer can affiliate with the great party that has hon-
ored me with their commission here, I shall have the courage at
least, and the honor at most, to tender back to the brave Democ-
racy that honored me the commission I aceepted, to the end that
they may send some one here who can fight their battles, speak
their language, and cast their votes.

Mr. CAMDEN. Let me again interrupt the Senator.

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. CAMDEN. It seems fto me that the people of Kentucky
have passed upon my election. If I am not mistaken I received
a larger popular vote than you ever did.

Mr. JAMES. Than I did?

Mr. CAMDEN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JAMES. The Senator knows when I ran for the Senate
I was nominated in the popular primary and got over 100,000
more votes than the other man's name who was on the ticket
received. He had even withdrawn, but his name still remained
on the ballot. How many votes did the Senator get? You never
got 100,000 majority nor anything that in any way approached
it. So that much of this dispute seems to me to be well under-
gtood.

Mr. President, I listened to the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Harpwick]. I served with him for 10 years in the House, He
is a brilllant Demoecrat, at least he was when he spoke in the
House on March 27. I want to read yon how he goes after a
bolter when he thinks he is one. On page 5957 of the CoNGres-
s10NAL REcorp of March 27, 1914, they had under consideration
the tolls bill. Of course, there had been no caucus on that
measure in the House. The Speaker of the House, Mr. CLARK—
CaAMP CLARKE—took an opposite view of that question from the
President. Not being bound by party caucus in the House to
take another view or to yield his judgment to the will of the
majority of the party he made his speech there. Ie let it be
understood that he was going to speak on it and that he was
going to take that position. Let me show youn the handsome
fashion in which my friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Haropwick] trimmed him up:

“ Oh,” they say, “ you have not given to us a reasonalle opportunity
for amendment.” 1 say we have given you full, ample opportunity—
all the opportunity that this guestion requires. [Lnughter.] Oh, gen-
tlemen, possess your souls in patlence. This is not a tariff bill with
4,000 items that might be raised or lowered., This is not a currency
pill with many and difficult and complex provisions that might be
changed. This is not an appropriation bill with hundreds and thou-
sands of items that might be increased or deereased. This is a plain,
simple ?proposiﬂon: Bhall we give these American ships this exemption
or not And we can answer that question * yes " or “no."  There is
no need of dodﬂng; there is no need of evading it; there is no need of
amendment. t this Congress answer “yes’ or “no.” Will you
stand by this great Democratic President in his plea for the natlonal
honor? Yes or no? Under which flag will you fight? WIill you fight
under the flag of these gentlemen, who assail their own pafty leader-
ship and desert thelr own administration?

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President——

Mr, JAMES. I gladly yield to the Senator.

Mr. HARDWICK. The men to whom I had special reference
on that oceasion in the speech from which the Senator quotes
did not claim to be acting under the instructions of a caucus
nor in accordance with the prineiples of the party or the belief
that the proposition was a fundamental tenet of Democracy, as
I understand. 3

Mr, JAMES. I am not familiar—

Mr. HARDWICK. Nor, if the Senator will let me add one
word——

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. HARDWICK. Nor on any constitutional ground did we
have any doubt or political differences. If the Senator from
Kentucky had listened to the few remarks I submitted to-day,
he would know that I still entertain the same high regard for
our great Democratic President who sits in the White House
that I have ever had, and it is a matter of regret that from
my constitutional view and my sense of what is absolutely
right I can not support him in this matter. I would not impute
improper motives to them under any circumstances, and I cer-
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tainly would not attempt to criticize them for their own inde-
pendence, and, if my language can be so construed, I freely con-
fess now I do not reecall it.

Mr. JAMES. I am not through reading this.

Mr. HARDWICK. Read it all.

Mr. JAMES (reading)— z

Let this Con'rrress answer “yes” or “no.” Will you stand by this
great Democratic President in E‘lea for the national honor? Yes or
no? Under which flag will you fight? Will you fight under the flag of
these gentlemen—

Not seven; I do not know the number—
who as=ail their own party leadership and desert their own admin-
istration, stabbing it in the back without a moment’'s notice and with-
out an instant’s warning, or will you follow that glorious Democrat
from New Jersey who has made this country its greatest President
gince the days of Thomas Jefferson? [Applause.]

Senator HArDWICK, that is one of the ablest speeches you ever
made. [Laughter.] Of course, I can understand, and I ques-
tion no Senator’s motives. You put it on the ground of con-
seience. A man named Shakespeare once said, “ Conscience doth
make cowards of us all,” and now an additional sin is added to
it, it makes bolters of some. But every Senator at last must
explain his own acts to the people, and they alone can judge.
I am perfectly willing that my acts shall be subjected to their
final judgment.

But of all things most surprising to me is that when our
Democratic friends went into this alliance with the Republicans
they did not give us a chance, as my friend Senator HucHES
said, to get the women and children off the ship before they
submarined it. The days of auld lang syne would at least
Lave entitled us to that right, if nothing more.

And as to the other side, the Republicans—with what delight I
saw them coming over here! When I would see them get up to
one of the seven Senators who had left our party and get their
arms around him and get to whispering sweet things into his
ear and then go off smiling and wink the other eye I knew
they could see indeed visions of two years' advance of the old
fleshpots. They could hear coming back the same old brigade.
They could see the same old standpatters in control. Yes; and
our friends upon the other side of course felt delighted. I do
not blame them. There is nothing on earth that is as dear to
the Republican side, the standpat Republican view, as an idle
man except a bolting Democrat. [Laughter.]

But this bill, Mr. President, what about that? Who are the
gentlemen who filibustered here for days and days, speaking
13 and 14 hours at a time? They are Republicans. They are
the same men who advocated a ship subsidy. To do what? Not
to build ships to be operated by the Government of the United
States in order to make rates reasonable, in order to deliver
the products of the farmer, the merchant, and of the manu-
facturer to people abroad. They were willing to take $9,000,000
a year of the people’s money out of the Treasury and do what
with it? To put it into the pockets of the Shipping Trust that
is at this very hour robbing in a conscienceless way every
single shipper in the United States who wants to send anything
to the other side. If you had given them that subsidy then,
which the Democratic Party prevented you from doing, they
would have been robbing in the same old way as they are to-day.
Even our working people, the toiling millions, the school chil-
dren, are giving of their mite to send food and other supplies
abroad to suffering people, but when they go to the dock to put
them on the ship it is standing there, this conscienceless monop-
oly, that says, “No; though you gathered from the humble
walks of life, yet we must have a freight rate in order to take it
abroad that is not only oppressive but practically confiscatory.”

I know that our Republican friends, of course, do not want
this bill to pass, and why? To-day, when half the world is on
fire, the greatest war in all the history of mankind, our factories
and our people have more orders than ever before. We want to
fill those orders. We want the laboring people to be employed.
You gentlemen are doing in this contest what you have done all
during the Sixty-third Congress. You are seeking to keep this
Government from returning to prosperity, because you know
that when it does return to prosperity your day and your hope
are passed.

It even commenced, Mr. President, when we were considering
the tariff bill. Day after day these gentlemen would put in
the ConNcrEssioNAL Recorp, which it will show, clipping after
clipping from newspapers showing that somebody  was out of
work, that some factory was going to shut down. What a
delight it was to them. But the standpat Republican does not
live who ean point to a single article that he put in the Cox-
GRESSIONAL REecorp showing returning prosperity, or the em-
ployment of people, or of great orders being placed with the
manufacturers of the United States.

-y 7

Of course, you Republicans are not for this bill. You know that
when it passes the factories will commence to hum; you know
that you can find no idle men; you know that the farmers’ prod-
ucts will go abroad; you know that this country will bloom and
blossom with prosperity never known before. It is no wonder
that you filibustered all night long, and put up your great leader,
Mr. Smoor, to break the record in a 13-hour speech. You are
fighting for the life of the Republican Party.

They say that it will bring war. When did you get that idea?
For almost two years I have heard the Republicans on the other
side rise and assail the President of the United States for his
“ watchful waiting.” How you sneered at him! How you said
he wag a weakling! How you talked about Mexico, Mexico.
But the President, the greatest advocate of peace who has ap-
peared upon this earth since the Prince of Peace stood at the
Sea of Galilee, prevented his country from zoing to war. And
now what is the matter? We have not ships to send our prod-
ucts abroad, because you are afraid that this man who stood
for peace even under your bitter attack after attack will do
what? Force the country into war.

You know the war they are afraid of, Mr, President. The war
that the Shipping Trust is afraid of is not a war between coun-
tries; it is a war upon their outrageous and confiscatory rates
upon the American shippers, the farmers of this land, the manu-
facturers of this Nation. That is the war they are alarmed
about.

But let us see about that. You do not believe that President
Wilson would force the country into a war. Yon will have an
opportunity to vote for amendments putting that even beyond
all possible doubt. My friend from Kentucky, Senator CAuMDEN,
gives in hi- speech his idea about this thing, and I want to read
it in order to be accurate:

Democratic Senators, I solemnly warn you that it is madness to pus
this bill to embark our Government upon this perilous ‘and unchart
business sea. Does not Britain well know that if one of this country's
boats should be sunk by a floating mine—Iin an accidental way—w
might say, then, we would not only be feedi Britain, but we woul
nns ourselves fighting for her, which she well knows.

Now, the idea that because one of our vessels was over there
close to Liverpool, and by accident, as Senator CAMDEN says,
should be destroyed, that this Government should go to war for
Great Britain! Gentleman, just to state that, just to read it
is to show the weakness to which men are driven in order te
make some criticism of this bill,

Mr. President, this Government would not go to war because
one of our vessels was accidentally sunken. Not at all. This
great Government here would not do for itself, for all the people,
of this great Government what it would be unwilling to do for
the humblest citizen in the land. This Government would no
more quickly go to war in order to resent an injury done to a ves-
sel owned by itself than it would go to war to resent an injury
done to a vessel owned by the humblest sailor who is upon the
sea. If it would, it is unworthy to be a government of all the
people. The injury of one is the concern of all. If Senator
CampEN’s fear is to be dissipated, we would have to call to port
every ship we have upon the sea at this time.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the bill itself say in so many
words that these ships——

The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be some way whereby
the reporters can get the statements or inquiries of Senators.

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to raise the point of order
that Senators seem to have colloguies between themselves and
do not face the Chair.

Mr. WILLIAMS., Does not the bill,itself say that these ships
ghall be subject to the liabilities and shall enjoy the advan-
tages of the ships of private citizens of the United States? In
substance, is not that the express provision of the bill?

Mr. JAMES. Oh, certainly. Of course, the suggestion of war
is ridiculous; but let us see.

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CamMpeEN] said that he sold his
wheat and his cattle at better prices than ever before. Well, L
am happy to know that; but there are other farmers in Ken-
tucky, Mr. President, beside those who own fine herds and a
great amount of wheat. The great money crop in Kentucky is
tobacco. What about that? Tobacco to-day is selling for
nothing, or it is hardly selling at all. The tobacco planters in
my section of the country are unable to get more than five and six
dollars per hundred for the dark tobacco. That tobacco isa great
export tobacco. It is shipped abroad. It is sold in my section
to the buyers from France, from Germany, from Austria, from
England, and from all the rest of the world. What has becn
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the effect upon tobacco? The farmers of Kentucky want to
kunow. I want to read to the Senate a letter upon that question:

BALTIMORE, MD., December 26, 1914,
The DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,

Washington, D. C.

GeNTLEMEN : Responding to your request for proofs of how sll_leleentl
of American goods to Europe are handicap or made enti pro-
hibitive on account of high ocean freight rates, we beg to submit the

following :

We :u%: shippers of Maryland, Ohlo, Kentucky, and Virginia tobacco
to Europe, and most of our pments are consfxned to Holland, Ger-
many, Austria, Italy, Norway, and Belgium. At present only shipments
to Holland, Italy, and Norway are m:alh}e at prohibitive rates. In
net, the latter have become so high t now cable orders * Stop buy-
ing " have been recelved.

Although we have made a yearly contract with the Holland-American
Line—the only shipping op?ortun from here to Holland—as per cop
inelosed, this line has arbitrarily ralsed its rates 100 to 300 per cen
and even at the ralsed rates ahipments can be booked only * for firs
available room.”

Rates to Im}.’f also have become entirely too high—I. e., from $4 per
hogshead of Maryland tobacco to about $27, or nearly 33 cents a
pound—so that tobacco shipments have become out of question.

The Holland-American Line, which raised the rates on December 7,
1014, has now again suspended them, indicating another raise.

Trusting that the aforegoing statement will interest you, we are, dear

i YVery respectfully, J. D. ErEMELBERG & CoO,
Our people in Kentucky have their great tobacco crop prac-
tically unsold. Some Senators here say, * Well, you can not
get the ships in time to ship this crop.” Well, if we can not
get them in time to ship this crop, let us get them in time to
ship the next crop, Who knows how long this war will last?
No one. Here is the freight rate upon the great money crop of
my State, upon the great tobacco farmers, as patriotic and
splendid a class of people as live in the world, who stood by me
and have been my friends, and the rate has been raised upon
their tobacco 700 per cent. I can not find It in my heart to
stand vpon this floor and fail to express what I know is their
desire and their hope of this American Congress. I now read
from page 15 of this document by Secretary MecAdoo, which is
a complete and powerful analysis of the whole situation:
BURDEN UPON AMERICAN BUSINESS,

Annexed hereto, as Exhibit 1, Is a summary of our sea trade and the
estimated freight cost of handling it from July to December, 1914, in-
clusive, prepared by the actnary of the Treasury Departmen

From this it appears that our total exports by sea for July, 1914
(before the war), were $139,225479, and the ocean freight cost was
$7.833,482, or 5.63 per cent: the fofal of such exports for December,
1914, were $226,000,000 (estimated), and the ocean t cost was
$30,742,600, or 13.6 per cent—an increase over July of 14 r cent.

If the ocean freight cost on ber exports had been at the same
rate as July, viz, 5.68 per cent, the total freight ch on_our exports
for December would have been $12,723.800 Instead of $30,742,500. In
other words, the increased ocean rgigﬁt tax arbitrarily imposed upon
our farmers and business men for the month of December, 1914, oml
was §18,018,700. If exports by sea continue for the 12 months o
1915 at the December, 1014, rate and the ocean freight charges are
the same as for December, 1914, the American farmers and business
men will pay to shipowners (rpﬁnclpa.ll foreign) increased freight
charges above the normal rate of $216,224,400, or more than five times
the $40,000,000 which the Government t'Tmrmses by the shipping bill
to put into Amerlean ships for the protection of our fore comimerce,

In two months and seven days the increased ocean freight charges
(above the normal rates prevailing in .‘{ng. 1914) exacted on our for-
cign trade at the December, 1914, rate would amount to $40,241,761, or
more than the total amount, viz, $40,000,000, which the aillpping "bill
authorizes for investment in an American merchant marine.

In 12 months, as before stated, the total increase in the freight tax
levied by steamship owners, mostly foreign, ligon our export trade, at
the December, 1914, rate would amount to the sum of $216,224.400,
If the same be ap to our import trade, there would be an addi-
tional increase of $05,640,000, or a total increased ocean freight charge
on exports and imports by sea in one %m of $311,864,400, or 141.6
per cent over the usual cost. (See Exhibit 2.)

Thus far we have been dealing only with the increased ocean freight
charges over and above the normal rates prmllm% in July, 1914. In-
cluding these normal rates, and mumjngo that the December, 1914,
total ocean trelqht , viz, $44,842,500, represent an average for
each month of 10105, the total ocean freight charges on American im-
port and export tra b{ sea for the year 1915 would amount to the
enormous total of $532,110,000. (See Exhibit 1.) Almost the whole
of this huge sum would be paid to foreign steamship owners and would
have an important bearing upon our foreign trade balances; it might,
in fact, turn these balances against us.

MAXIMUM NOT IN SIGHT,

While this report is beilng written information is received that
rates are higher than those given In some of the tables herein pre-
sented, and that even at these extrnordinnﬁv ﬂiure.s it is dimculg to
obtain cargo space for earlier sallings than March and April,

SUMMARY OF THE MOST STRIEING INCREASES,

From the for oingrtables it will be observed that ocean freight rates
on grain from New York to Rotterdam have been increased ce the
gg&bmk ortthe war 900 per cent; on flour, 500 per cent; on cotton,
per cent.
From New York to Liverpool the rates on the same commodities
have increased from 300 to 5 per cent.
From Baltimore to European ports (exceépting German) rates have
Eﬁn lncreaated on grain 900 per cent; on flour, 364 per cent; on cotton,
per cent.
From Norfolk to Liverpool rates on grain have been Increased from
157 to 200 per cent; on cotton, 186 per cent.
From Norfslk to Rotterdam the rates on cotton have been increased

471 per cent; to Bremen the rates have increased on cotton 1,100 per
cent, namely, from $1.25 per bale to §15 per bale,

From Savannah to Liverpool the rates have been increased cott
g:‘) ex::‘e:t cent j ;to Bremen the rates have been increased os:f c:g.ou 033

From Galveston to Live 1 the rates have been inereased on grain
174 per cent; on cotton, 831 r cent; to B h I
increased on cotton 1,081 to 15950 per ee:t. SYVUHLEI Setee e, baen

CONTROL OF RATE SITUATION BY STEAMSHIP INTERESTH,

Ocean freight rates are 1
greed of thelgteamshjp owne::[ %n r:ﬁengohaag:n;r:nylg}tegh: ? Igheb{mttgg
ﬂn‘l‘h!at‘agvg?ng:n?tg:: no power to control or regulate freight
rates. It can not un [ Te0e agats
these ertorttonat% a&igr;ﬁ%ﬁscl;;‘g;‘omgﬁgu;tzgmﬁ e
Increase rates without notice and upon the Instant, and our business
men are helpless, The steamship companies are their own masters
and do as they please with the transportation of our exports. As
already shown, they are serlously checking our foreign trade, and in
some cases, such as lumber and coal, are stopping it altogether,

What is another objection urged here? That it may lead to
Government ownership. That is a great bugaboo that the
Shipping Trust gets up—Government ownership! Mr., Presi-
dent, we can regulate our railroad rates; we ecan regulate every
other business in the United States; but the one thing we ean
not regulate is the over-seas traffic charges, because these ships
are owned by foreigners—the forelgn trust is not under our
Jurisdiction. Every shipper, every farmer, every manufacturer
of this Nation is subject to whatever the foreign monopolists
seek to lay upon the citizen of this land who wants to ship his
product abroad. In addition to that, some of these gentlemen
say that Government ownership of this line in this great emer-
gency and condition that no man could foresee will finally lead
to Government ownership everywhere.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, will it disturb the Senator
from Kentucky if I interrupt him just there?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. JAMES. T do.

Mr. HARDWICK. The Senator from Kentucky has sng-
gested that the Congress of the United States has no power to
protect the domestic shippers against these foreign combines.
The BSenator doubtless remembers the legislation we passed
providing for the safety of life at sea, by which we refused to
allow a ship to clear from one of our ports or to enter our
ports until it had been equipped with certain paraphernalia—
lifeboats, and so forth. Have we not got the same power to
provide that no ship shall enter or clear from ports of the
United States unless it charges not more than certain freight
rates, and to regulate the matter in that way?

Mr, JAMES. I do not believe the Government of the United
States has a right to regulate foreign ships or to say what
charges they may lay upon shippers; but, of course, the Sen-
ator from Georgia, I take it, is one of those who are afraid of
foreign complications. I should imagine that there would be
nothing that would more quickly subject us to trouble with a
foreign Government than an undertaking of that sort.

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will pardon me, there is
not the slightest danger of that.

Mr. JAMES. I am willing, then, to do that if we ean do it;
but let us do something. Do not let us stand here and say we
can do this and that, but let us do it if we can. We have got
this bill up now, and let us do this; and then, if we can do
what you desire, we shall do that also.

But our friends say, and the junior SBenator from Kentucky
[Mr. CampEN] declared, that the Government is incapable of
handling anything; that it would not make a success of it
That is not the record nor the history of our Government. We
manage the operation of a Navy costing hundreds of millions
of dollarg, and we do it successfully. We managed the construc-
tion of the Panama Canal at an expenditure of $400,000,000, and
did it with great success and to the pride of every American cit-
izen. There was no favoritism shown there, and no charge of
it; there was no political manipulation of offices there, and
there was no charge of it.

But, oh, the Shipping Trust! Whenever you try to engage
in the business in which they have got a monopoly, the ery is
raised that you have not got the skfll to do it; that you will
allow political favoritism to creep into it; you will have to go
to the Treasury to reimburse yourselves for the great loss that
will fall upon the people of the United States. Whenever we
undertake to establish competition to the great monopoly that
now holds the American people by the throat, that is urged.
Well, let us see. I read, Mr. President, a letter from the presi-
dent of the Panama Canal Co. That company is owned by the
Government of the United States. It operates a line of ships
and has been operating them for several years now. Let us see
what has been the effect of that:

Up to May 31, 1914, we have charged up $358,053.35 to the dggre—
ciation of steamers owned by our company; we have maintained a
rate of $3.50 for rough goods between New York and Colon and $4.50

owWners can
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per ton on geheral eargo, as against the $8 rate in effect previous to
the time the Government assumed control of our eompany—

Now, here is a case where, when the Government took control
of these ships, the rate charged was $8 per ton, and it forced its
competitors to come down to the price the Government was
hauling freight for—

and as against a rate of $0 that is now being charged by steamship
lines operating vessels between New York and ports comtiguous to the
Canai game: we have carried thousands of employees of the Govern-
ment and their families from New York to the Canal Zone at the $20
and $30 rates, as against the $75 rate prevailing by other steamship
lines; we have competied with fo lines for the freight traffic
moving between New York and ports on the Pacific coast both north
and south of Panama, without being ?a.rtlaa to rebates, reduced freight
rates, or concesslons In passenger fares to the t’lgl;wrtant shlggers
interested in this traffic; we have assisted in the development of flic
between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States as against
the transcontinental railroads by allowing stmmshi? cocarriers on the
Pacific a proportion of the through rates sufficiently remunerative to
enable them to maintaln their steamers in the traffic and accepting a
proportion for our Atlantic haul that in most cases result in a loss
to our line; we have by the operation of our stenmnmm'? line induced
our Pacific Ocean carriers to agree to a gradual uction in the
rates to and from the United States and Paclfic ports of Mexico, Cen-
tral and South Amerlea, to the level of the rates to and from Europe,
thereby doing away with the discri tion that has for years ex-
isted favor of the European market: by our action in main

Jow and yet reasonable rates between New York and the Canal Zone
we have saved the Government very considerable money in the shi
ments that have been forwarded by other lines that were forced to
meet our rates, and notwithst £ all this the operation of the
steamship line has been financially successful, as you will note by the
following table:

Profits.

$157,245. 40

158, 56205

418,730.01 |

I shall print ah of the letter in the Recorp, Mr. President,
with the consent of the Senate, but I shall not take the fime of |
the Senate to read all of it. !

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission to|
do so is granted.

The entire letter referred to is as follows:

PaNama Rainroan Co.,
XNew York, Beptember 15, 191},

Mon. J. W. BRYaN, :
House of Representatives, Washington, 'D. C.

My DeEar Me. Bryax: Your letter of the Oth instant has just been
received by me.

When the United States Government secured control of our company
W Were ope a steamship line between New York and Colon as a
feeder for the railroad. It consisted of the steamships Allionca,
Advance, and Finance, which were owned by the company, together
with other chartered steamers that were secured from time to time, as
warranted by the traffic.

The maximum freight rate then existing between New York and Colon
was $8 per ton, and outside of a few of our employees, who were carried
at lower rates, the prevailing fare for passengers was $£70 each way.

The three steamers we had in the serviee were not, of co of
sufficient capacity to meet the demands for tmnspnrtnhon of f ht

" and passengers when the construction of the eanal was commenced, and
the Isthmian Canal Commission, the department of the Government in
charge of the work, purchased the steamships Colon and Panama from
the Ward Line and turned them over to us for operation on the basls
of our company ¥a,\'lng interest, charter hire, and depreciation.

The minimum freight rate was gradually reduced from £8 to $3.50 per
fon, and is still effective, and ’pmcﬂcany all of our passenger accommo-
dations have been availed of for the transportation of Government em-
ployees. These demands have been so urgent that we have mot been
able to accommodate the tariff passengers desiring to sail on our
steamers, who have consequentl{ énatmulmd the other lines running
between New York and the Canal Zone.

When the steamships Ancon and Cristobal were purchased for the
traz:slmrtat!on of cement to the Canal Zone, they were turned over to
us thout charter expense, because it was realized that any charge
of this character assessed against us would be reflected in the rate
established for the transportation of cement; and with a view to
reducing this to the lowest possible limit, we were relieved from the
obligation of paying cbarter hire for the steamships Oolon and
Panama upon e understanding that cement would be carried on the
Ancon and Oriztobal at actual cost, and that in arriving at this eost
we would credit the Panama Canal with the amount we would pay
for the charter of the steamships Colon and Panama. As a result of
this arrangement all of the cement carried by our steamers in con-
nection with the construction of the canal has been burdened with a
itransportation charge of omly $1.25 per ton of 2,000 pounds, while
on tramp steamers that we have been obl to charter from time to
time because our steamers were not of sufficient capacity to carry all
of the eement needed in the work, the Government has incurred an
expense of from $2.25 to $3 per ton of 2,240 ponnds. -

Ip to the middle of August, when we turned over the steamshi
Oristobal to the Quartermaster’s Department for the return of Ameri-
can tourists in Europe, we were operating slx stecamers—the Ancon and
Cristobal, the Colon and Panama, and the Alliance and Advance. The

last two are the property of our company, the Finanee having been lost
in New York Harbor about four years ago.

Up to May 31, 1914, we have charged up $358,653.35 to the depre-
ciation of steamets owned by our company ;
rate of §3.00 for rough goods between York and Colon, and $4.50
&n:; ton on general cargo, as agalnst the $8 rate in effect previous to

time the Government assomed contrel of our company, and as
against a rate of $6 that is mow being charged by steamship lines
operating wvessels between New York and ports contignous to the
Canal ne; we have carried thousands of employees of the Govern-
ment and their families from New York to the Canal Fone at the-$20
and §30 rates, as agalnst the $70 rate prevalling by other steam
lines; we have competed with foreign lines for the freight traffie
moving between New York and ports on the Pacific coast both north
and south of Panama, without being parties to rebates, reduced freight
ra or concessions in passenger fares to the important shippers
terested in this traflic; we have assisted in the development traffie
between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States as against
the transcontinental railroads by allowing steamship cocarriers on the
Pacific a proportion of the through rates sufficiently remunerative to
enable them to maintain thelr steamers in the traflic and a.caeptlnf a
froportlon for our Atlantic haul that in most cases.results in a loss
0 our line; we have by the operation of our steamship line induced
our Pacific n_carriers to agree to a gradual reduction in the rates
to and from the United States and Pacific ports of Mexico, Central and
SBouth America, to the level of the rates to and from Europe, thereby
dolng away with the discrimination that has for years existed in favor
of the European market; by our action in maintaining low and yet
reasonahle rates between New York and the Canal Zone we have saved

e Government very considerable money in the shipments that have
_been forwarded by other lines that were forced to meet our rates, and
notwithstanding this the operations of the ste p line have been

amshi
financially successful, as yon will note by the following table:

TProfits.

1,154,453, 85

I belleve the above will glve you in a concise manner the result of the
operation of our steamship line sinee its control by the Government, but

there are any further detalls that yon reguire regarding expenses.
earnings, charter, depreciation, or anything else that you think would
be of ali; interest to you, I shall be very glad to furnish them te you.
ours, very truly,

' E. A. DRAKE, Vice President.

Mr. JAMES. So, Mr. President, in the light of this letter,
what becomes of the argument that we have heard here that the
Government can not operate anything successfully? The Gov-
ernment has operated the Panama steamship line successfully
and is doing so now, and the Government would operate the
lines proposed under this bill successfully.

Mr. President, of course many objections can be raised to

| legislation of this character. There is no trouble to find fault;

but the thing in which we are most interested now is not to try
to find fault, but to try to find some remedy. The Democratic
Party is in contrel of this Government. The people look to us
for relief. Not a single one of the great laws recently put on
the statute books would have been written but for party action.
Now shall Democrats here, in control of the Senate, in contral
of the House of Representatives, and with a Democrat in the
White House, fail to meet this great emergency and give relief
to the people of the United States of America?

Why, Mr. President, the rate upon cotton has increased from
$1.25 a bale, they tell me, to $30 a bale. The cotten crop has not
been sold to any great extent. The passage of this bill will give
us 80 ships. In addition to that, the bill provides that the auxil-
jaries of the Navy which are not being used, which are now
idle, shall be brought into this service. There are 40 of those
vessels, making 120 in all, that we can employ at our various
ports in the work of transporting abroad the tobaeco and cotton
of our farmers and the goods of our manufacturers. YWhy not
take advantage of that opportunity? Why be prevented from
giving this relief by a cry that you fear something that in no
way lhas come to us when we have operated other ships, and
have been doing it for 10 long years, as in the case of the line
from New York to Panama?

In regard to the caucus, there is one caucus everybody at-
tends, and that is the caucus called to give out committee as-
signments and patronage. No Senator stays away from that;
nobedy bolts that; that is when we are to get something. Now,
when we have a chance to give the people back home some-
thing, let us all stick together just like we do when we are
seeking something for ourselves.

When there were many Americans stranded abroad—and
they were over there enjoying the delights of the Old World—
we sent ships over there after theni; we sent money over there
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to bring them back home. They were stranded. The Ken-
tucky farmer with his tobacco, the cotton farmer down South,
and the manufacturer of this land with his products are
stranded now. Let us afford them some relief, too. They do
not ask you to send money over there to aid them; but they
are stranded, just as many of the rich Americans abroad at the
time of the outbreak of the war were stranded. They were
worth their millions, but they could not get a dollar, just like
our farmers have got their hogshead upon hogshead of tobacco
and their bale upon bale of cotton, but can not sell it for the
price of production, and the manufacturers of this land, with
their thousand upon thousand of orders from all the world.
They are stranded. Do not let us make flesh of one and fowl
of the other.

When we sent ships abroad that gave this relief, it did not
call forth the great cry of Government ownership.

Why, Mr. President, the fact is that when these Senators cry
out that this bill will be a failure, that is exactly what the
Shipping Trust does not believe. If they did, they would be
for this bill more strongly than I am. If I could assure Wall
Street that this measure would result in a failure and loss
to the people of the United States, I could raise $20,000,000
to-morrow in order to aid in the passage of this bill, but that
is the very thing they do not believe. What they fear is that
it will be a great success; they are afraid that it will drive
monopoly off the sea and free the ocean from its piracy. That
is what they are afraid of—nothing more.

Mr, President, the people of this country are aroused to the
great importance of this issue. The people of Kentucky are
aroused. They are for this measure, and they want to see it
passed.

To my Democratic friends who have seen proper to bolt
their party caucus, to refuse to act with their party after it
has registered its decree, I am here to beg them to return to
the Democratic Party. Come back. * There is a vacant chair
awaiting there; arise and say you will come.” It is the party
that has honored you; it is the party that has lived for more
than a hundred and thirty years; and it is a party so great that
no man and no set of men with their betrayal can destroy it.
It will live on. I beg these Senators to remember that the
smiles upon the other side of this Chamber would not play
across their countenances if it were not for the fact that they
see in this breach between the Democrats upon this side their
only hope of success.

I am not going to be unkind or going to say bitter things to
any of the Democratic Senators who have left our party on this
question, because I can see plainly written across their once
smiling countenances the furrows of regret, and whenever they
have further time to think of thi: question they will come back,
I hope, to the Democratic Party.

But, Mr. President, above everything, if this bill must go
down, if this great constructive measure must fail, if this must
be the first defeat for the greatest President who has occupied
that chair in 50 years, if he must fall and above his body the
wild shouts of a triumphant Republican Party shall rise, I do
pray God that I may be spared the humiliation of -reaching
down to pull from his body a dagger bearing the impress of the
hand of a Kentucky Senator.

RECESS.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I move that the Senate take a
recess until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until Monday, February 8, 1915,
at 12 o’clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frmay, February 5, 1915.

" The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father who art in heaven, once more in faith and con-
fidence we apprcach Thee in prayer. Make us, we beseech Thee,
tractable,” that we may be led by the holy spirit of truth to
a faithful and conscientious disposition of every duty devolving
upon us, so that when we are called upon to leave this existence
men shall rise up and call us blessed, and, above all, that we
may have Thine approval, which will be more blessed than all
things else. This we ask in the name of Him who taught us
faith, virtue, love, and good will to all men. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL.

Mr. HAY, chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs,
by direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 21328)
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes,
which was read a first and second time and, with accompany-
ing papers, ordered printed and referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union. (H. Rept. 1369.)

Mr., MANN reserved all points of order on the bill.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 20975, the
naval appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that

the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on

the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
naval appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
gh?le House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Hay in the

air,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the naval appropriation bill, of which the Clerk will read
the title. .

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 20975) making appropriations for the naval service fi
the flscal year ending June 80.g 131?3. g.nd for other purposes, Ay

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
chairman of the committee a question. I have no desire to
make any speech in a general way. I am going to offer a sub-
stitute for a paragraph in the bill, and I would like to ask
whether it is contemplated that there will be any extra time
devoted to debate more than is allowed ordinarily under the
five-minute rule? I am not asking for if, but it was done, I
think, a year or two years ago.

Mr. PADGETT
times there has been a little debate, and then a liberal discus-
sion under the five-minute rule. I have no desire to hold down
hard and fast under the rule, but I am willing fo allow a
liberal debate under the five-minute rule,

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is perfectly satisfactory to me.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading
of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

INCREASE OF THE NAVY.

That for the purpose of further increasing the Naval Establishment
of the United States the President s hereby authorized to have con-
structed two first-class battleships, carrying as heavy armor and as
powerful armament as any vessel of their class, to have the highest
practicable speed and greatest desirable radius of actlon, and to cost,
exclusive of armor and armament, not to exceed $7,800,000 each,

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the
paragraph that has just been read. -

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
leent t’o strike out the word “two” and insert the word

our.’

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. SLAYDEX :

On page 64 of the bill, under “ Increase of the Navy,” lines 2 to 8,
inclusive, strike out the provision for two first-class battleships and
insert in lleu of the provislon for the same the following :

“ Three submarines of seagolng type, to have a surface s of not
less than 20 knots, at a total cost not exceeding $1,600, each, and
30 submarines of coast-defense type, at a total cost not exceeding

65,000 each, and the sum of $10,000,000 Is hereby appropriated for
sald purposes, to be available until expended.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PADGETT. I want to reserve a point of order against
the amendment.

Mr. MANN. What is this amendment a substitute for?

Mr. SLAYDEN. For the parzgraph at the top of page 64.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment, but I will allow the chairman of the committee to.first
discuss his point of order to the amendment of the gentleman
from Texas.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee make
or reserve the point of order?

Mr. PADGETT. I will reserve the point of order.

Mr. MANN. If one of them is subject to a point of order, the
other is.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chalrman, I will ask the Chair to recog-
nize me to offer an amendment as a member of the committee.

The practice has varied somewhat. Some- .

b P20
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